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With an additional Letter from Der; 
John Coſin, afterwards Biſhop of Durham, 
to Mr. Cordel, who ſcrupled to communicate 
with the French-Proteſtants, upon ſome of 
the wochen kreten EE Has 
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Preface to the Readen 


HE Author of a Book, whoſe Title is, 
Ie Invalidity of Lay-Baptiſm— having 
found 1ſt, That no one could validly baptize, 
but he who is commiſſioned by Chriſt to do it; 
and, 2dly, That no one is commiſſioned by 
WW Chriſt to do it, but he who is Ep:ſcopally ordain- 
ea; and, 3dly, That the Man who baptized 
him, was not Epiſcopally ordain'd, but a DV 
ſenting Teacher: This Author, I ſay, tells us 
very fairly, that he procured himſelf te be bap- 
tized by an Epiſcopal Miniſter. And Dr. Hzcks, 
in a long Letter to the Author, prefix'd to this 
Book, thus compliments his great Performance, 
P. 12. It is againſt the Authority of the pre- 
* tended Miniſters of this LPresbyterian] Miſſi- 
* on, who were never duely authorized, and there- 
fore cannot adminiſter truly valid Baptiſm, that 
* you have written your excellent Book, with 
* great Strength and Perſpicuity, as well as Mo- 
* deſty, and confirmed your Doctrine with your 
Practice. i. e. he had been rebaptixed. Mo 

As I knew this could not regularly and lamful- 
ly be done by any Pariſh Prieſt of the Church 
of England, without acquainting the Biſhop of 
the Dioceſe therewith, as the Rabric com- 
mands, it being a new, and (as J take it) an ex- 
traordinary Caſe ; ſo finding it to have been 
at aally done, I concluded with my ſelf, that the 
- A2 Biſhop 
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- Biſhop had been conſulted with, and had given 


way to the ſotemn rebaprixing an adult Perſon, 
who had before been baptized by one of the 
Presbitexian Ordination, in or with Water, and 
in the Name of the Father, Son, and Holy Ghoſt, 
It did not at all become me, nor was J concern d, 
to inquire, Which of the Biſhops it was, that 
gave way to, nor who the Presbyter was that 


perform'd, this new Work : But I ſet my ef 
in great Earneſt to conſider what the Doctrine 


and Practice of the Church of England was in 
this Caſe, Could I have truſted either the 
Doctor or his Friend, I needed to have gone no 


farther than this little Book; for there I found 


they were, both of them, very fully perſws 
ded, that the Church of Fugland does abſolutely 
nullify and invalidate all Baptiſm conferr'd by any 
one who is not Epiſcopally ordain'd; and con. 
ſequently, requires all ſuch as have not been 


baptized by Epiſcopal Hands, to be rebaptizei, 


fince Baptiſm is held neceſſary by her, where it 
can be had, But having ſeriouſly conſidered the 
Offices of Baptiſm, and the Rubrics, and compa: 
red them with the ſubſequent Practice of the Epi- 
ſcopal Miniſters, I could not find theſe two Wii. 
ters had convincingly proved what they intend- 
ed. And not thinking my ſelf, at preſent, con. 
cern'd in the main Matter diſputed, viz. Whe 
ther Lay-Baptiſm be invalid, or whether all the 
Presbyterian Miniſters are meer Lay-men, but 
only to know what the Opinion of the Churdi 
of Enalaud was in the Matter; I have, in the 
following Papers, only taken Notice of what 
Bicſe two Writers alledge, as from the Church 
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of England, in Fayour: of tlieir Point: Leaving 
the reſt of the Book to be; conſidered by others, 
who are at Leiſure, and think it worth their 
While. I wondred indeed, that none of the 
Church of England- Clerg 3, had taken any Notice 


of this Book, and the Doctrine endeavoured to 


be propagated by it, eſpecially the -Pariſh- 


| Prieſts of London; for if this Doctrine be true, 


[ dare engage there is not one of them but has a 
conſiderable Number of, his Pariſhioners, We 
are not baptized, nor conſequently Chriſtians, 
and yet have lived in conſtant Communion with 


him, and have frequently received the Sacra: 


ment of hr Lord's Supper, at his Hands; which 


thing ought not to have been done, if they are 


not Chriſtians. IT 4 ; FIC ff 1 19841 
He muſt, at this Rate, look to all the People 
who are upwards of 50 Years of Age; for tis 


twenty to one, but that they who were baptized 


before the Year 1660, Were baptized by Diſſent- 
ing Teachers, and are conſequently not baptized at 
all. He muſt alſo place all ſuch as have left he 
Separation ſince 1660, and come over to the 
Church, of what Age ſoever, in the Rank of 
Unbapti red, becauſe 'tis moſt likely they were 
baptized by Difſenting Teachers. Nay he muſt 
look to many who were baptized by Church of 
England Miniſters: For ſome of them were the 
Children of Difſenters, and baptized by Piſſen- 
ters, and tho? they afterwards took Orders of 
the Church of England, yet not having been 
validly baptized themſelves, they could not v. 


idly baptize others; for their being Miniſters of 


the Church of England did not make them Chri- 
_—_ - ſtians; 


. 
— 


PREFACE. 
ſtians; their Ordinations did not give them trat 
Baptiſm, if they had it not before. What Work 
is here for a London Miniſter ! and yet I averr 


that every Word of it, is, and muſt be true, i 


Diſſenting Miniſters Baptiſm be invalid, ac- 
cording to the Doctrine of Dr. Hicks, and his 
Friend: And yet, I profeſs ſeriouſly, that tho* 1 


am acquainted with many of theſe excellent 


Perſons, - and have often been at their Churches, 
yet did I never hear one of them tell his People, 
that if they had not been baptized by an Epiſ 


copal Miniſter, they muſt be baptized again, Ml © 


I ſay, I 
wondred not a little that the Church- Clergy i 


for they were not Chriſtians. 
For the Sake of theſe Conſequences, 


had not taken ſome Notice of theſe Doctrines 
which are written, printed, preached, and recom- 
mended in Publick. They will, I aſſure them, 


when they grow to any Head, give them more i 


Trouble, than they now ſeem to be aware of, 


But it may be they are frightned by what the 


DotQtor ſays in his Letter, P. 17. In the ſame 
© Place. Sir, you ſay you hope that none veſtei 


with this Divine Authority, will fight againſt it, 


cc. which if any Clergy-man ſhould do in the 


© Manner you there mention (i. e. appearing 


* publickly in Oppoſition to the Subject of this 


Eſſay, of the Invalidity of Lay-Baptiſm, P. 120.) 


© could not but ſuſpe& that he was one of thoſe, 


* who took Gifts, and Preſents of the Diſſenters, if . 
| know 


* telet the Names of their Children, who had 
nd other but Schiſmatical Lay-Baptiſms, be regj- 
* ſtred among the true Baptiſms of the Church: 
or at leaſt of another Sort, who to court the 
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* Favour and Applauſe of the Diſſentert, either 
never preach in Defence of the Church againſt 
* Them; or if they do, they do it no other wiſe 


| © than barely to ſhew, that the Church of Eng- 


* land is a ſafe Communion, and that:thoſe who 
through Miſtake ſeparated from it, would be 
in no Danger f Damnation, if they returned 
to it. But to ſhe that Separation from it is 
Schiſm, and by Conſequence: a damning Sin; 
and that the Separatiſts of all Sorts ſrom it, 
are, without the extraordinary Merey of God, 
in great and apparent Danger of Damnation; 
theſe Gentlemen love not to touch upon thar 
Point, nor riſe to that Height. It was, I ſup- 
poſe, a Reflection upon theſe Men, and the 
Indignation he had againſt their double Prac- 
tices, which provoked: « Divine [Dr. Birch] 
not very many Years ſince, to utter a Sarcaſm 
upon them, from the Pulpit, in Words to 
this Purpoſe, That ſome ſat the Time he ſpoke 
it) were become Fathers of the Church, mho ne- 
der mere her true Sons. 1 2081 ER 
I have tranſcribed this Paſſage more at large 


than I needed to have done, on purpoſe to 


gratify the Doctor, who was ſo pleaſed with it, 


that I think he went a little out of his way, 


to fetch it in; and I am afraid he has made the 


| [ily and uncharitable Sarcaſm, his own, by his 


Allowance of it. I have ventured to put down. 


| the Name of that Divine, that People may 
| know what Value to ſet upon that Sarcaſm. 


He was himſelf born and bred a Diſſenter (and 


theretore the Doctor will not know well what 
i© lay of his Baptiſm) and was brought over to 


the 


PREFACE. 9 
the Church of Exglani, by the Care and godd 
Fains taken with him, by that moſt excellent 
Biſhop of Oxford, Dr. Fel: But he (as the way of 
weak and warm Heads is) did not know where 


to ſtop. I ſay no more, becauſe the Man is dead; 


and ſhould hardly have faid this, had not the 
Party, principally aimed at by the Indignation 


of that = Divine, been Doctor Tillotſon the 


Arch-biſhop of Canterbury, whoſe Name wall 
live for ever, increaſing in Eſteem with all good 
and wiſe Men, when a Thouſand of his pitry- 
ful Detracters, ſhall ſoon be quite forgotten, or 
be remembred for a ſcore or two of Yeats, only 
for ſome poor, peeviſh, and unchriſtian Sings. 

But muſt it indeed be ſo that if a Clergy- man 
of the Church of England, ſhould write againſt 


this notable Eſſay, he muſt be one of theſe two 


ſorts of Clergy-men, whom the Doctor repre- 
ſents in ſuch an odious Manner, that J hope 
there are not above Twenty ſuch in the whole 
Kingdom? Cannot a Clergy-man, who ſees 
and dreads the Conſequences ſuch a Doctrine 
will draw after it, endeavour to perſwade his 
Friends that ſuch a Doctrine is not true, and 
try to prove it falſe by the beſt Arguments he 
can, without being ranked in the Number of 
ſuch as deſerve the Pilloryand Deprivation ? P. 18. 
Cannot an honeſt Clergy-man defend the Va- 
lidity, tho? not the Regalarity and Lamwfalneſs 
of Baptiſm, adminiſtred by Diſſenting Teachers, 
without being falſe to his ſacred Truſt, if he 
believe himſelf warranted fo to do, by Scripture, 
and Authority of the 'Church-Praftice, both 
Antient and Modern ? Muſt a Clergy-man 
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PREFACE. E 
magnify his Office,” at the Expence of Truth 
and Charity? Or is he obliged to ſuffer, patient. 
ly and filently, the unchriſtiani aing not only 


ſo many Hundred Thouſands of his own Coun- 


try: men, Friends, Acquaintance, and near Relati- 
ons, but all the Proteſtants that are, and have been, 
for almoſt two hundred Years, throughout the 
World, as were not, and only becanſe they 
were not, ſo happy as to be baptized by Men 
Epiſcopally Ordained ? Is he, I ſay, obliged to 


ES ſuffer this, and hold his Tongue, rather than 
by his ſpeaking, to diminiſh the Sacredneſs of 


his own Divine Authority, and to encourage 
ſuch as Separate, to goon in their own way? T 
put the worſt of the Caſe, as theſe People will 
ſuppoſe it may be; and yet no wiſe and learned 
Clergy-man, will find himſelf reſtrained, from 
oppoſing what he accounts a miſchievous Er- 
rour, and defending" what he thinks an uſeful 


Truth, for fear of ſuch Conſequences as he 


knows he does not deſn, and knows they are 
not Neceſſary, nor will follow with People that 
can conſider ſoberly, and reaſon juſtly. But we 
are fallen, God help us, into Times, when to 
be 4 good Church-man, means nothing leſs than 


ing up to her Doctrine, conforming to her Rules 


and Orders, communicatins conſtantly with her in 
Prayers and Sacraments : But it means, the being 
loud and contentious in the Church's Quarrel ; 
the being exceeding mad againſt all that are not 
like minded with us; the talking furiouſly for. 
her Authority; and the decrying every thing 


[that looks like Moderation and good Temper 


towards ſuch as differ from us. And therefore 
| 5 . w hilſt 


£ 


whilſt this Ferment laſts, whilſt the Nation is 
under this Inchantment, this ſtrong unnatural 
Violence, and the Suſpenſion, as it were, of 


Reaſon, and calm Deliberation, I will ceaſe to 


wonder, that ſome of the Clergy of the Church 
of England, appear not againſt a Doctrine, that, 
if it be true, has peopled Hell with many Mil. 
lions. I will, I ſay, ceaſe to wonder for a while; 
becauſe I know not whether Reaſon, Judgment, 
Learning, Perſpicuity, and all the Qualities 


that a good Writer ought to have, would ſignify | 


much, if once the Word were given out, among 
the Holy Brother-hood, that ſuch a Book was 


written ainſt (what they are pleaſed to call) | 


the Church. And, indeed, this Argument is 
ſo ſtrong, that I my ſelf am forced to ſubmit to 
it, As free as JI am from any of the aforeſaid 
Reſtraints, under which the Clergy lie ; as 


little as J have to hope for, or to fear, on ſecular | 
Accounts; yet do I not dare to own my fell, | 


the Writer of this Paper, by ſetting my Name 
before it. The Deſign I have, 1s as good as the 
Heart of Man can frame: The Cauſe I plead 
for is that of the Church of Eugland, of which! 
ever was, and am, and ever ſhall be, by the 
Grace of God, a very faithful and ſincere Mem- 
ber; and I am, I think, retained in this good 
Cauſe, by Juſtice and great Charity; and1 
believe I have maintained it well, and like an 
honeſt and a reaſonable Man: But yet I own, 
the Dread of drawing down the Indignation of 
the Church-Rabble upon me, is ſo great, that 
1 will not have it ſo much as whiſpered, where 
L live, nor of what Profeſſion I am. My 
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PREFACE. 

Reaſons and my Arguments have ſo far favoured 
the Diſſenters, that (whatever my Intentions 
were) they have proved them to be Chriſtians, 
in the Opinion of the Church of England; and 
that I perceive will not go well down, nor be 
digeſted well (the more is the pitty) by abun- 
dance of Smatterers, and young Students in 
Divinity, who would give more Credit to 
Doctor H. in this Caſe, recomending a Lay- 
man's Treatiſe, that condemns them all, than 
to a hundred other Lay-Mens Treatiſes, en- 
deavouring to make them Chriſtians, tho? they 
{ſhould come into the World; with the Appro- 
bation of the Majority of the Biſhops. And this 
is another Cauſe of my Concealment, becauſe I 
have no Heart to engage with ſuch a wrathful 
Generation. 1150-7 58 4 ENDP 

And here I put my Pen into the Inkhorn, and 


fell into a ſtrong and deep Amuſement, revol- 


ving in my Mind, with great Perplexity, the 
amazing Change of our Affairs, both Civil and 
Religious, within the Compaſs of two Vears! 
And whilſt I was going, from the Fulneſs of 
my Heart, to utter ſtrange things, I was as it 
were awakened and relieved, by the Viſit of an 
old Acquaintance, that in his Time, had been 
conſiderable in Doctors. Commons. To him, af- 


ter the uſual Salutations paſt, T could not for- 


bear reading (ſuch was our Friendſhip) this 
Preface, as far as I had gone in it— Upon which, 
after a little Pauſe, he replyed, in his grave Man- 
ner, to this Purpoſe; © Your Zeal, I find, has 
* rais'd you a little above your uſual Temper : 
* I know not, till you ſhew me, what Argu- 

* ments 


ments you have made uſe of, to prove the 
Diſſenters to be Chriſtians; but I can furniſh 
vou with one, if it has ſcaped your Memory, 
© from Doctors. Commons: And that is, that all the 
Proſecutions, Eæcommunic at ions, Fines and Penal. 
© ties, that the Diſſenters have undergone from 
© the Days of Old Elizabeth, to the preſem IM. 
© Times, are ſo many Proofs of the Church of 
Englands owning them to be Chriſtians: For 
the Court. Chriſtian has nothing to do with & 
ny one but Chriſtians, And it would be 2 
great Abſurdity to excommunicate a Perſon that 
had no Right to Church-Communion ;, and he 
© who1s not baptized, has certainly no Right to 
© Charch-Communion. 18 00 
Here my good Friend ended; and ſo will I, 
when I have deſired the Reader to place this, 
as a fourth Proof of my Poſition (which I think 
is a very ſenſible one, and next to Demonſtrati- 
on) and when I have adjured the Diſſenters, 
as I heartily do, both Teachers and People, by 
all that is dear and valuable to them, to fulfil 
my Joy, in coming, and returning, to the Com- 
munion of the Church of England; That I may 


not only ſay I have proved them to be Chri/tians, MW 1548, 
but that they are in this, and all other good Re- fays,- 
ſpects, not only almoſt, but altogether as I am, ¶ nith « 
ſincere and conſtantly-conforming Members of And f 
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'The Geriecat Poſition is, 


That the Church of England hath, by no lick 
= — hers, made 02 declared 1 e m to be 
invalid. 


HIS will appear from the firſt Book x, 
of Common-Prayer, which was finiſh- Proof 
ed and confirmed by Act of Parlia- 
ment in the 2. and 3. Edward VI. in 
1548,and printed in 1549, of which Book the Act 
ſays,— That it was, by the Aid of the Holy Gho#, 
mith uniform Agreement concluded by the C une 
And from the ſecond Book of Common- Prayer 
put out in the 5. and 6. Edward VI, in 1352. 

In theſe two Books, in the Office of Private 
Baptiſm, the Rubrics are, — Let them that be pre- 
ſeat, call upon God for his Grace, and ſay the Lords- 
Prayer, if the Time will falle. And then ONE of 


thens 


— 


e bs 
them ſhall name the Child, and dip him in the Ws. 

ter, or pour the Water upon him, ſaying theſe 
Words, N. I baptize thee in the Name of the 
Father, and of the Son, and of the Holy Ghoſt. 


1. Book. _ 4 . * 
To the Intent the Prieſt may examine and tr 

whether the Child be lawfully baptized or no — | 

he is to ask theſe Queſtions of thoſe who bring 


the aforeſaid Child to Church. 
1. By whom was this Child baptized ? 


2. © Who was preſent when the Child wall Ib 
 daprized'?:.” © | eee on of 
3. Whether they called upon God for Grace, Witnt 
and Succour, in that Neceſſity? tiſm, 
4. © With what thing or matter did they bap- Was b 
* tize the Child ? ; Witne 
5. With what Words the Child was bap- Th 
ä | ER ing N 
6. Whether they think the Child to be law. all af 
© fully and perfectly baptized? * on Ol and o 
Theſe things are in the iſt and 2d Books o ©"? 
Edward VI. HERO | 1 f wits 
Nou the Anſwer to the firſt Queſtion, might | 
well have been in Edward {ba Jha es 
Lawrence the Uncle; or Jane Lawrence the Mid. * 
wife, or George Hays a Neighbour and Gentle. p is pl 
man. Becauſe in Cafes of Neceſſity, the Bap- 3 
tiſm of Lay-men was allowed to be uſed in the =, !* 
Days of Popery ; and Midwives were expreſy i rm 
ordered to be taught the Form of Baptizing, in ach 
Latin. And it does not appear that the ff“ T , 
Reformer: changed this Practice. The firſt Ra. 4 
bric does, without any Strain or Violence, ſup- Oy! 


pole the Child to be baptized by a Lay 
1 , 


=, 


—» 


0 30 


8 Thc Words are general Let them that be preſent: - 


„ and then —let one of them— do ſo and ſo— . e. 
de baptize it. I will not trouble the Reader with 
0 Wl Proving this at large, in this place; both Doctor 


and Student agree, that in this Rubric Lay-Bap- 
tiſin was ſuppoſed: and allow*d, but that it is 
now well mended : inſtead of one of them, it is 
now the lawful Miniſter. See the Doctor's Let- 
ter to the Author of Lay-Baprtiſm invalid, pag. 24. 
and the Author, pag. 112. | 
The ſecond Queſtion is asked for the Satisfacti- 
on of the Miniſter and the Congregation, For 
E Witneſſes are not eſſentially neceſſary to Ba 
tiſm, but the Miniſter cannot be ſure the Child 
Vas before baptized, unleſs it be atteſted by 
Witneſſes. i ee ee 
The third Queſtion may be anſwer'd by ſay- 
5 ing Nothing, and the Baptiſm would not be at 
all affected by it. For though People ſhould 
and ought to call upon God for Grace and Suc- 
cour, in that and all other Caſes of Neceſſity, 
pet if they ſhould omit or forget to do fo, 
e tcbrough Haſte, and Fright, and Hurry, the 
„Child might, notwithſtanding that, be rightly 
baptized. But to call upon God for Grace, is, in 
this place, to ſay the Lords- Prayer; as is alſo evi- 
b dent from the Catechiſm in the Words of the Cate- 
be n before that Prayer. And no body will 
affirm that the Lords-Prayer, or any other Pray- 
er, is ſo Eſſential to Baptiſm, as to make it ix- 
rf valid, if omitted. 
The fourth and fifth Queſtions muſt be poſi- 
1p tively anſwered With Water ; and in the Name 
= of the Father, and of the Son, and of the Holy 
he ll 
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' tized again. The Matter and Form are ſo 
that there is no true Baptiſm without them. 


The ſiæt h Queſtion to the People ho bria 
the Child to Church, after it has been thus bag 
tized in Private, is— Whether they thin the Glili 
to be lawfully and perfectij baptized ? To which i 


ſuppoſe the Anſwer may well be, Te. 


Does it not therefore follow, both:from tief 
Queſtion and the Anſwer, that a Child bapf 
.tized by a Ly-Perſon, in due Matter and Forn 
is Jawfully and perfectly: baptized ? Does it not 
follow, I ſay. from Edward V Vs Commun. Pran 
Bools, that the Church of England then did © 
believe? I ask, at preſent, no more: But I thin 


it will alſo follow clearly from hence, that lan. 


faly and perfectly, were Words that did noi 


then refer, to the Adminiſtrator of ' Baptiim, 


but to the Matter and Form, and Circumf 


ſtantial Ceremonies of it. And, becauſe I may 


have little Credit and Authority with the 


Reader, I muſt tell him, that in the Note 
printed by Dr. Nichols, at the End of his Com. 
mon- Prayer (to whoſe great Care and Pains 
own my ſelf very much obliged, and ſo I be. 
lieve would others it they would but read 


him) and which go under the Name of Dr 


Overal, the Remark that is made upon te 
fourth, fifth, and ſixth Queſtions, is this 4 
the fourth and fifth Queſtions referr to the Sul. 


ſtance of Baptiſim, ſo the ſixth and laſt referrs tt 
the due Ceremonies and Circumſtances that are il 
be uſed therein, and to be ſupplied in the Chatch 
if through haſte they were omitted at * 
=» | A 
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cauſe { 


not fo 
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4 63 ) 
Ed if che Author" of the Inbalidity ef Lay Ta 
Baptiſm, had better conſidered theſe things, 45 
cla) have ſeen that this ſixth Queſtion was 
not quite fo ſlight and needleſs as he makes it. 
He would have known, 1 it may be, that perfectly 
was applied to the Matter ane Form; and 
amfalh applied to the other Particulars required 
by the Law, in the R«brics. And T think he 
would not have made the following Concluſion, 
s he does in Page 112. And therefore *tis no 
wonder that the Church of England, upon a 
— more exact Review of her Liturgy, expunged 
* this Queſtion (i. e. the ſixth) out of the Rubric, 
| and alfo for very weighty Reaſons took away 
the Liberty of Lay-Baptizing in her preſent 
{ Liturgy, by requiring even in Caſes of 
Neceſlity, that Baptiſm ſhould be adminiſtred 
by the Miniſter of the Pariſh, or any other 
lawful Miniſter that can be procured. W hich is 
a ſubſtantial Anſwer to all Objections that 
may be raiſed from her (i. e. the Church of 
teig England's) former Practice. 

W 1 { down this out of the Book, Pat ge 112. 
which is alſo agreed to, as a good Concluſion 
by the Dr. in his Letter to him, Page 25. 

8 The Church did certainly leave out the fi «th 

Queſtion, bur - certainly not for the Reaſon 
aligned by theſe Writers, but probably, be- 
aauſe ſhe ſaw there was no Neceſſity for it, and 
not for any Miſchief it did. She uſo left out 
the third Queſtion, but neither theſe Writers 
nor I know why ; but ſo it was, and I doubt not 
but for ſome good Reaſon or other, And, 
whether the Church did truly take away the 

| np Liberty 


Liberty of Lay-Baprizing in her preſent Litur 5 


the Pariſh, or any other lawful Miniſter that can] 
| this or not— I am now come to Conſider, 


and Reformation of the Rubric, is 1603, the iſt 


former Practice or not. 7 


and all the Privy Council; I muſt at preſent be 


rence began Januar) 14. 1603. 


© Speech) is the third thing, wherein I would 
© be ſatisfied, in the Common-Prayer. If call 


(6) 
by requiring even in Caſes of Neceffity, that 


- 


Baptiſm ſhould be adminiſtred by 2%e Miniſter of | 
be procured — Whether the Church hath dons 
The Period of Time aſſigned for this Change 


of King James I. in the Conference at Hampton- 
Court. 1 | 
But before I come to it, I defire the Rea. 
der to remember, that I have been in Po. 
ſeſſion of my Point, from the Year 1548 to 
1603, which is 55 Years. Which take in the 
Reigns of Edward VI, Queen Mary, and Queen 
Elizabeth, Tn all this Time, he Church of 
Enzland (whether Proteftant or Popiſh) did 
never by any Publick Act of hers, make or 
declare Lay-Baptiſm to be invalid. Now I go 
on, to ſee whether ſhe has condemned her 


As for the Account of the Conference heldat 
Hampton- Court, between the Biſbops and ſome 
of the Puritanical Miniſters, before King James 1, 


obliged to Mr. Fuller for it, in his Church Hil- 
tory. Cent. xvii. Book ix. Page 8. The Confe- 


Private Baptiſm (ſays the King in his 


Private from the Place, I think it agreeable 
© to the Uſe of the Primitive Church; but if 
* termed Private, that any, beſides a lan fut 
| * Minift 


- * WOT 

«© Miniſter, may baptize, I utterly diſlike it. 
[And here (ſays the Hiſtorian) His Majeſty 
rew ſomewhat earneſt in his Expreſſions 
againſt the Baptizing by Women and Laicks.] 
Fage 9 Het: | 

: Arch-biſhop of Canterbury, Mitgift. | 
„To the Point of Private-Baptiſm, the 


x 


ka © Adminiſtration thereof by Women and Lay- 
perſons, is not allowed in the Practice of the 
9 Church, but enquired of and cenſured by 


„ FBiſhops in their V:{itations. 
* King James. bp} | 
0 <© The Words of the Book, (i. e. the Com- 
mon Prayer) cannot but intend a Permiffion 
of © of Women and private Perſons to baptize. 
110 Biſhop of Worceſter, Babington. 
; The doubtful Worgs may be} 
M0 preſſed to that Meaning; yet the 
k Compilers of the Book did not fo | To this he 
intend them, as appeareth by their cited the 
* contrary Practice. But they pro- 1 Teſtimony 
pounded them ambiguouſly, be- of the A. 
108 ule otherwiſe, perhaps, the Book B. of York. 
bel would not then have paſſed the | h 
Parliament. 4 
fo; Biſhop of London, Bancroft, 
* Thoſe Reverend Men intended} 2 
not, by ambiguous Terms, to de- Here he 
ulm <<1v< any; but thereby intended | produced 
wall Fermiſſion of private Perſons to \, Letters of 
bes baptize, in Caſe of Neceſſity. This | ſome of 
is agreeable to the Practice of the | thoſe firſt 
iful Antient Church. Acts 2. when | Compilers, 
15 three Thouſand being Baptized in a; 
B 2 * Day, 
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thereof 02 noo? 


Day, (which for the.Apoſtles alone to do, was 5 
at the leaſt improbable) ſome being ne- 
ther Prieſts nor 'Biſhops muſt be preſumed . 
employed therein. And ſome Fathers ate 
of the ſame Opinion. [ Here he ſpake much. be 


and earneſtly of the Neceſſity of Baptiſm] % 


King James. 0.91 1> eee 
That in the Adds was an Act extraordinary, „ 
and done before a Church was ſettled and . ne 
grounded; wherefore: no ſound Reaſonisg 
thence to a Church ſtabliſhed and flouriſhing . Ch 
I maintain the Neceſſity of Baptiſm, and. pe, 
always thought the Place, John 3, 5. Exc“ « 7 
one'be Born again of Water, &c. was meant 


—— 
. 


„ 

ö „ it 44 
* It may ſeem ſtrange to you, my Lords ,,,, 
that T think you in England give too much toe £1 
Baptiſm, ſeeing, ' fourteen Monrhs ago u T. 
Scotland, I argued with π Divines thete hien 
for attributing too little unto it: Inſomuchhcordin 
that a pert Miniſter asked me, if I thougnl . t 
Baptiſm ſo Neceſſary, that, if omitted, thut be 
Child ſhould be damned ? I anſwered No, bu 2y n 
if you calbd to baptize a Child, tho? private this pc 
refuſe to come, I think you ſhall be damned I. E 
But this Neceſſity of Baptiſm I ſo under 10uld 
ſtand, that it is neceſſary to be had, it /awfullſh1/,,.. 
to be had, that is, miniſtred by Iamful Miniſter hough! 
by whom alone, and no private Perſon, in Here b 
Caſe, it may be adminiſtred. Though J utter Jiaiſte 
diſlike all Rebapti24tion on thoſe whom Wong; ;:. -- 
or Lalces have baptized. red 

| | „81. 
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Biſhop of Winton, Bilſon. C ei 5113-6 
* To Jane private Per ſons to baptize, in 
© Caſe of Neceſſity, were to croſs all . 
and the common Practice of the Church ; 
being a Rule agreed on, amongſt Divines, to 
© the Miniſter is not of the Eee of "he Sacrament: 
King James. | 
Tho he be not of fs Eſſence of. the — 
“ment, yet is he of the Eſſence of the right 
© and lawful _ Miniſtry thereof, according to 
Chriſt's Commiſſion to his ite ovs 
=. Preach and Baptize, &c. INE 9 
e The Reſult was this, to conſale,c 9 
ia the Rabric of private Baptiſen, which: leaves 
it indifferently to 40, theſe Words, Cu- 
rate, or aa en maß not be inſert· 
ed. 
This 15 al that is left us of this . 
ith Relation to the Point in hand; and ac- 


„ PR 


uelcording to this Reſult, the Rubrit was mended 
BU nd the Words lawful ; Miniſter were inſerted. 
hy Mut before I ſer down theſe Changes, I deſire I 


ay make a few Remarks on what paſſed.” in. 
this part of the Conferente. . 

I. From what Arch-biſhop Whitgifs. lays; it 
nould ſeem that Baptiſm, by Lay- Perſons or 
amen, was not ſo allowed, as that it ſhould be 
hought an indifferent thing whether a Child 


p. Pere " baptized by a Lay-Ferſon, or a lawful 
ai ſiniſter. He fays the Biſhops in their 


ifications ingquired after ſuch Baptiſms, and 
»/ured them, I make no doubt but what this 
xcellent Arch-biſhop affirmed, was litterally 
rue, The Biſhops might cenſure both the 
111ſrs, and the Baptizers, of this ſort, But 

= - does 


(10) 4 
does the Arch-biſhop ſay, that ſuch Baptiſms 
were invalid? Did the Biſhops then give Or. 
der to have ſuch Children as had been baptized 
by Women, or Lay-Perſons, baptized again, by 
a lawful Miniſter;:-??W, MEN 

The good Arch-biſhop had a Mind to ſay, 
that the Common-Prayer-Book did not ſo much} 
as permit Women, or Lay-Perſons, to baptize, 
But the King (and I think with great Reaſon)Þ 
was perſwaded of the Contrary, and therefore 
would have it mended. _ 
II. Biſhop Babington, who had been the 
Arch-biſhop's Pupil, would not, after what 
the King had ſaid, affirm that the Book did not 
intend to permit Lay-Baptiſims, but that (however 
ambiguous the Words might be) the practice 
of the Biſhops was, not to permit them; but to 
inquire after them, and cenſure them. But (til 

this does not ſhew that he intended to ſay ſuc 
cenſurable, and cenſured Baptiſms, were izvalu ſj 

III. Dr. Bancroft the Biſhop of London, tho} 
he ſaw, by the King's earneſt way of ſpeaks 
ing, to which ſide of the Queſtion he inclined; t. 
yet very honeſtly and frankly defended the fi 
Reformers ; tells the King what they certainly 
intended, namely to permit private Perſons to 
baptize; and the Reaſon withall-why they in- 
tended this Permiſſion, namely, becauſe it was 
the Practice of the Antient Church, &c. Andi 
his ſpeaking ſo much and earneſtly of rhe Nect| 
ity of Baptiſm, is a plain Proof of his Judgment 
in the Matter, and of his Approbation of private 
Perſons Baptizing; becauſe the Practice of tit 
Antient Church was indeed founded on thei 

2 kc hone Sands Opinio 


3 
Opinion of the neceſſity of Baptiſm in order to 
Salvation. This Biſhop ſucceeded Dr. Whirgife 
in the See of Cant. (who died about ſix Weeks 
after, on Feb. 29. 1603) and was principally 
concerned in altering the Rabric, and putting in 
the Words lamful Miniſter. And yet I hope 
I may reaſonably preſume ; that, altho* a lam- 
l Miniſter be the proper and only allowed, 
only required, Adminiſtrator of Baptiſm, yet 
the Arch-biſhop did not fo far change his Mind, 
as to judge all Baptiſms not adminiſtred by a 
W /ovful Miniſter, to be invalid. But of this, 
more by and by. Ee En. 
IV. I muſtleaveit to the Reader to judge how 
ſatisfactory the King's Anſwer 1s to what the 
Biſhop of London ſaid, and indeed how conſiſ- 
tent it is with it ſelf. His Majeſty declares that 
he maintains the Neceſſity of Baptiſm, and that 
* he always thought the Place of St. John 3.5. to 
be meant thereof; but then he is pleaſed to ſay, 
chat he only means it to be neceſſary, where it 
can be had at the Hands of a lamful Miniſter ; 
and that no private Perſon may adminiſter Bap- 
tiſm, tho? in a Caſe of the extreameſt Neceſſity. 
By which it ſhould ſeem, that his Majeſty put 
the Neceſſity of Baptiſm upon the ſame foot, 
with the Neceſſity of Receiving the other Sa- 
crament of the Lord's Supper; which few People 
have ever judg'd fo neceſſary to be received, as 
| to call for it, or take it from an improper, un- 
authoriſed, unconſecrated Hand; no not even 
thoſe who believed that Infants (upon the Pe- 
q ri] of their, Souls) were to receive the. Sacra- 
ment of the Lord's Supper. The Neceſſity of 
B 4 Bap- 


2 —— bg, . 

— = — _— < 
N 

' 


i; 


— OW 


+ — TEES EEE Rm 


| neceſſary: It muſt therefore be had from a 


as were baptized by Lay-hands, other Folks 


. ( 12 ) 
Baptiſm maintained by the King, is ſo little ut. 
gent, that he thinks the Infant may as well die 
unbapti ved, as baptized by an ànlamful Hand 
My Undertaking does not oblige me to diſpute 


againſt the King's Opinion (which is contrary to 
that of the antient Church) but to ſhew what 


T think it was. But mark the Inconſiſtency of 
it. He is utterly againſt Re-baptizing ſnch as 
had been before baptized by Laicks. But i 


not this to allow their Baptiſm to be valid? 


And is it as well for a Child to die #»baptized, as 


baptized by a Laick, whoſe Baptiſm muſt! not 


be reizerared ? If Lay- Baptiſm be invalid, how 


can it poſſibly conſiſt with the Belief of the Ne. 


ceſſity of Baptiſm, to deny the Re-baptizing 
Infants ſo baptized? Men may make Premiſes 
if they will, but Conſequences make themſelves 


If Baptiſm be abſolutely neceſſary from a /awfullM 
Hand, and a Lay hand be not a lawful Hand, then 


L xy-Baptiſ is not the Baptiſm that is abſolutely 


Hand that is Ia fal. If therefore the King wil 
not, by any means, allow of Rebaptizing ſuch 


will infer, for him, either that ſuch Baptiſm is 
valid, or that Faptiſm is not abſolutely neceſſi- 
ry, Thus far, however, the King 1s clear in, 
that ſich as were bantized by Lazcks, muſt not 
he re-baptized : And therefore the Rubric (as far 
as the King is concern'd in it) that makes the 
Adminiſtrator of Baptiſm to be a /awful Mink 
ſter only, does not neceſſarily inferr the Re-bap- 
tizing of ſuch as were not baptized by a law. 
ful Miniſter, I {hall only add, in this py 
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1130 
that the Miniſters whom King James men ns, 
and whom he calls his Divines, were Presbyte- 
rians, and of Presbyterian Ordination: And there- 


fore their Baptiſm was, according to the mo- 


dern Dialect, but Lay-Bapriſm. But K. James 
did neither think ſo, nor ſay ſo. 1 BED 

V. Biſhop Bilſon is intirely of the ſame Opi- 
nion with Biſhop Bancroft, and ſays it is a Rule 
agreed on amongſt Divines, that the Miniſter 


| i not of the Eſſence of the Sacrament. i. e. that if 


Baptiſm be conferr'd in the Matter and Form 
preſcribed by Chriſt, it is effectual to all the 
Purpoſes of Baptiſm, let what Chriſtian ſoever 


W conferr, or adminiſter it. © | 


To this the King replies, that tho? the Mi- 
niſter be not of the Eſſence of the Sacrament, 
yet he is of the Eſſence of the right and law- 
ful Miniſtry thereok, according to Chriſt's Com- 
miſſion — Go preach and baptize, &c. i. e. if I 
rightly underſtand it, that the Sacrament of Bap- 
tilm cannot be rightly and lawfully adminiſ- 


tred, without a Miniſter commiſſioned by Chrift 


to do jt. Which is what his Majeſty had ſaid 
before, in Subſtance, to the Biſhop of London. 
No one can poſſibly imagine, that theſe two 
learned Biſhops did not very well know, that 
thoſe whom Chriſt commiſſions and ſends to 
baptize, are the only Right and Lawful Admi- - 
viſtrators of Baptiſm; and that when ſuch 
can be had, none elſe ſhould undertake to bap- 
tize. But the Queſtion now in hand was, 
whether Baptiſm was not fo neceſſarily to be 
had, that, rather than the Child ſhould dye 
without it, it might be adminiſtred by One 
e | - who 


11 


who was not commiſſioned to do it, nor con 


ſequently had Authority given him to do it 
And whether, when it was once adminiftrel{ 
and conferred by this unauthorized Hand, it wa 


ſo valid as not to be repeated or reiterated a 


guid this was the Queſtion. The King was fri 


aving the Child baptized by none but by a lay. 


ful Commiſſioner : But in Caſe it had been bapf 
tied already by an uncommiſſioned Hand, he 
utterly diſliked the Re-baptizing ſuch a Child 
The Biſhops (with the beſt Antiquity). main. 
tained, that the Neceſſity of the Caſe made th 
Adminiſtrator of Baptiſm (tho? in all reſpeQ| 


beſides an unlawtul Hand) a lawiul Miniſter, in 
this Performance; and were not for Re-bapti 


zing any one who had been ſeriouſly baptizelſſ 


by any Chriſtian with Water, and in the Name 
of the Father, of the Son, and of the Holy 


Ghoſt. And thus the Matter ſtood between 


them. 17Y 
Theſe Remarks I thought might be for tl 
Reader's Service, before he comes to conlider 


the Changes made in the Rubric. And tho? he 
may eaſily perceive, that I am with the Biſh- 


ops, againſt the King, in this Matter; yet! 
could not but think it fair, to let him ſee, that 


the Rabric was amended and changed according 


to the King's Pleaſure; and that inſtead of that 
general, indetermined Expreſſion of One 


them, the Words /awful Miniſter were inſerted, 


as they now ſtand. | 
After this manner then the Rabric was chan. 
ged in 1604. 


Firſt, 


19 
that be preſent, call upon God for his Grace, 
and ſay the Lords- Prayer, if the Time wilt 
ſuffer: And then the Child being named 
by ſome one that is preſent, the ſaid /anfu! 
Miniſter ſhall dip it in Water, or pour Water 
upon it, ſaying theſe Words, N. I baptize 


Son, and of the Holy Ghoſt. 

= n the Review of the Common- Prayer 
ia 1661, this. Rabrit was thus changed, and 

now ſtands—, Firſt let'the Miniſter of the Pa- 


© Firſt; let the lawful Miniſter and them 


5 thee in the Name of the Father, and of the 


1662. 


ech riſb, or in his Abſence, any other lawful Mi- 
ug iter that can be procured, with them that 
12 are preſent call upon God and ſay the Lords- 
za Prayer, and fo many of the Collects appoint- 
oh ed to be ſaid before in the Form of Publick 
. Baptiſm, as the Time and preſent Exigence 


will ſuffer. And then the Child being named 
Aby ſome one that is preſent, the Miniſter 
* ſhall pour Water upon it, ſaying theſe Words, 
A. I baptize thee, &c.] 

And let them not doubt but that the 
Child ſo baptized, is lawfully and ſuffici- 
* ently baptized, and ought not to be bap- 


Child which is after this fort baptized, do af- 
terward live, it is expedient that it be brought 
* into the Church, to the Intent that if the 
Prieſt or Miniſter of the ſame Pariſh did him- 
ſelf baptize that Child, the Congregation 
* may be certified of the true Form of Baptiſm, 
by him privately before uſed | 


[The 


* tized again. Bat yet nevertheleſs, if the 


1604. 


166. The Rubric is the ſame with the foregg 


46861 85 
auſe it 


ing one, only the Words Bat and Prieſt Ad to. 
ery re 


left out; and after the Words before ſed er 1 
added, — In which Caſe he ſhall ſay thus, — if &-/, til 
8 certify you, that according to the due and pre 67. 

© ſcribed Order of the Church, at ſuch a. tim But, 
© and at ſuch a place, Before divers Witnellesy! o be k 


© baptized this Child] _ 
eclare 


F Or if this Child were baptized by ano 


1604 
| 2 * ther lawful Miniſter, that then the Miniſter reply 
of the Pariſh, where the Child was born d - 
Chriſtned, ſhall examine and try, whether the call for 
© Child be lawfully baptized or no. - \ | \dmil 
In which Caſe, if thoſe! who bring at ani. ©: : 
© Child to theChurch do anſwer that the ce Wicaſt fi 
Child 1s already baptized ;- then' ſhall the M. an 
; N examine them farther, ſaying, 3. 
By whom Was this Child baptized! ? "ws 
© Who'was n when this Child was ordair 
a baptized? 4 2 4. | 
« Becauſe ſome things eſſential to this Sacks plicitl 
ment may happen to be omitted through Fear, Epiſcc 
* or Haſte, in ſuch Times of Extremity; there * 
Nel demand ſarther of you, f cenſur | 
3. With what Matter was this Child bay admir 
* tized ? lawfu 
With What Words Bu 
; « was this Child bap- think 
The firſt thing T would obſerve, to the Rea- all the 
der, upon theſe Changes of the Rubric, is, that 5401 
they were made by the King's ſole Authority lfu 
and Command. They had neither Act of Par- — 
Cte 


liument, nor Act of Convocation, to countenance 
them. This was a Stretch of Power, but be- 
cauſe 


5 
41 . 
4 7 


prei 
Ann, 


o be both good and obligatory, the Queſtion is, 


(50. 


auſe it troubled no Body, it was eaſily ubm! 
ed to. However, tho? the Alterations were 
ery reaſonable and good, yet they were not le- 
5% till made ſo by the DEE Power in | 


1661. 
But, Secondly, taking them, as they now are, 5 


hether the Church of England does hereby 


eclare, that 1 « Baptiſm is invalid : To Wen 


reply, 5 
1. The Church of England does certainly 


a for, and require a lawful Miniſter to be the 


\dminiſtrator.of Baptiſm. 
2. The Church of England does certainly Gat 


- leaf ſince 1661 or 1662) by a lawful Miniſter, 


mean and intend a Miniſter "Epiſcopal ordained. 
3. The Church of England neither allows, nor 
rermits, any other than ſuch as are Epiſcopally 
ordained, to adminiſter Baptiſm. -_ 
4. The Church of England does hereby (im- 
nlicily at leaſt) forbid any other than choſe of 


W Epiſcopal Ordination, to baptize. 


5. The Church of England inquires after; 
cenſures, and puniſhes. (where ſhe can) ſuch as 
adminiſter Baptiſm, if they are not qualified 
lawfully to do it. 

But after all, I muſt own, thas I do not 
think the Church of England does, by any, or 
all theſe Rubrics, intend to make or declare Lay- 


Baptiſim to be n She calls for none but 


law ful Miniſters; tis true; all Churches in the 
World do the fame thing ; it is not to be ex- 
pected they ſhould do otherwiſe, She does, by 


her 


— mo ge 


— — 
7 
: r = 


- to certain; Can any Church, by a Rule, allow: 


= {II 


—— 


ſon: It ſays in every Place, that the Prieſt is to] 


9 
? 1 
9 


> 


her Rubrics, a/low or permit no other; that is alf 


thing ſhe thinks #rregalar ? Even the Rubric 


K. Edward's Book, was ſo worded, as to leave i 4 Ny 
diſputable and doubtful whether the Church ali” % 
lowed or intended to allow. of Lay-Baprilm, uf Ori 
Caſes of Neceſſity ; inſomuch that Archbiſhoy Og 


Mitgift and Biſhop Babington contended that i 


did not permit ſuch Lay-Baptiſm. And much I 915 
leſs can it be expected that a Rabric, that wu * 
changed on Purpoſe to remove ſuch Doubt 10 8 
ſhould permit or allow of Lay-Baptiſm. Buliih.... f 
none of theſe things do either in themſelves nai 1... - 
40 and invalidatè Lay-Baptiſm, or ſignify thai h 
the Church does look upon it as vid, when Tr 
once it is adminiſtred or conferred by a Loh. 12: 
Hand. For if it did, it would certainly and expre WW. _ -.. 
ly order ſuch Children to be rebaprized. WAI nes 
{hould it not, ſince it maintains the Neceſſity ol 3 
Baptiſm, where it can be had? The Church oi. 7 T 


Rome, in all the Rubrics of its Form of Baptiſm, 
ſuppoſes the Adminiſtrator of that Sacrament 
to be always a proper and an authorized Per. 


ave 1 
S Dot 
lone. 

de done 
ary tO 
nto th 
hethe 
heth 
uch as 
s not 2 
s tO {h 
dy thel 
aud; 


do ſo and fo, and the Prieſt is to ſay thus and 
thus; and in none of its publick Forms does it 
allow or permit any other to officiate : And yet 
we know the Doctrine of that Church allows 
and approves of Lay-Baptiſm. We know that 
in Fact, when a Prieſt is not preſent, that it ab 
lows a Deacon to baptize ; when a Deacoz is not 
to be had, it allows a Szbdeacoz (which is 45 
much 1a holy Orders as a Waterman upon the 

 Thamt) 


1 
£5 
"ot 
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bames) to baptize; when a Sabdeacon is not 


al | reſent, it allows a Lay- Man to baptize When 
kr 0 Lay-Man is not there, it allows « Womaz to do 


; nay, if the Lay-Man be utterly ignorant of 
ie Form, or Words, it allows the Midwife before 
im, to baptize the Child. This we know is the 
Woarine, this we know is the Practice of the 
burch of Rome; and yet in all the Rubrics of 
Ws Office of Baptiſm, it only mentions the Prieſt, 
heSacerdos ; and it tells us, in none of them, that 
permits or allows of any other but a Sacerdos. 
WV ho can expect it ſhould? it is not a proper 
Place for it. And therefore I do not by any 
eans think it a concluſive way of arguing, 
Wo ſay the Church of England has, by its Ru- 
Prics, invalidated Lay-Baptiſm, becauſe, by its 
Wubrics, it requires only a lamful Minſter. to 
daptize, and forbids all others to baptize, and 
Plames, and condemns, and puniſhes ſuch as 
daptize, Who are not lawfully qualified to do 
Go. This only ſignifies that {he would not 
ave it done; but it does not ſignify, that it 
s not effecfually done, when it is actaally 
lone. For if it did, ſhe muſt order it to 
Wc done again, if ſhe judg'd it abſolutely neceſ- 
ary to be done at all. I do not pretend to enter 
nto the Merits of the Cauſe, nor to diſpute 


ya, hether Lay-Baptiſm be valid, or invalid; nor 
1. Wvhcther it be lawful or unlawful to rebaptize 
F. uch as have been baptized by Lay-Hands. This 


s not at preſent my Undertaking : But my Aim 
to ſhew, that the Church of England has not, 
dy theſe Rubrics, declared Lay- Baptiſm to be in- 
alid; or, (in other Words) that a lawful Mi- 

niſter, 


„ 
niſter, is ſo eſſential to the Validity of Baptiſm 
that Baptiſm adminiſtred by a Lay-Hand is null 
and void. Nay, I am going about to try tg 
ſhew the Reader, that the Church of -Exglanl 


9 * * | 
G * 
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mer 
or E 
fore 


0 
hath, in theſe very Rubrics, declared her Judg bot 
ment to be, That (in the Words of Biſhop Bis © 
ſon) the Miniſter is not of the Eſſence f the &. Jed 
TIE «|. GROSS Can 

The Way ] take to do it is this. | che 
When the Child that was privately baptized heſe 
is brought to the Church, in order to have th tl 
reſt of the Ceremonies and Service performel F 
and compleated, altho' it were baptized beſoſhe co. 
by 4 lamful Miniſter, yet is the Miniſter of the Pad E 
riſh, for his own Satisfaction and that of the Cons aking 
gregation, to ask theſe following Queſtions: Mad th. 
1. By whom was this Child baptized ? Kid +h 

2. Who was preſent when this Child was bay this 
tized ? © 3 „ omitt 
The Miniſter of the Pariſh is to know who you— 
was the Adminiſtrator, and who were Witneſal h 
to the Baptiſm adminiſtred: He could not other: *. 
wiſe be aſſured the Child had been baptized, wi 
Now becauſe theſe Queſtions are asked, in thug brift 7 
place, as well as the two following ones, con... 41 
cerning the Matter and Form, it is concluded by ome t 
ſome, that the Church of Ezg/azd looks upon... Fa 
the lamful Miniſter to be as det to Baprilm, the 
as the Water and the Words, But if hd Dpinion 
does, how comes ſhe to place fo notable amid not 
diſtinguiſhing a Clauſe, betwixt the two find tha 
and the two laſt Queſtions, as this is; hink { 
* Becauſe ſome things eſſential to this Sach ollowin 


men 5a 
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ment may 77 558 to be omitted through Fear, 
ul or Hafte, in fuch Times of Extremity, there- 
bre I demand farther of you, | 
9 3. With what Matter was this Child bapti- 
dg. * ü PER | 


Zed? IN ig 4 . 2 12 . | 
E 1 With what Words was this Child bapti- 

v p) | p vo Fx UE Y | + | 
ze? 


Can aay one read this Clauſe, thus inſerted 
Wn the Middle of (and as if it were to part) 

theſe Queſtions, and believe the Church of! Eng- 
and thought the Adminiſtrator and the Witneſ- 
es as eſſential as the Matter and the Words, to 
The conferring Baptiſm ? Had the Church be- 
Wicved a lawful Miniſter to be as eſſential to the 
aking a Baptiſm valid, as ſhe did the Matter 
nd the Words —ſhe muſt and ſhe would have 
aid thus © Becauſe ſome things eſſential ,to 
this Sacrament may have been neglected or 
omitted, through Haſte, or Fear, T muſt ask 
you—By whom was this Child Baptized, with 
what Matter, and what Words was it Baptized 
&c, i. e. was it baptized by a lawful Miniſter, 
Dad with the Matter and Words preſcribed by 
hriſt? But, to ask firſt—by whom? And 
co Yccondly—before whom ? And then to ſuſpect 
ome thing eſſential to Baptiſm might have 
deen omitted, and to mention thoſe Eſſentials 
1 the third and fourth Queſtions, is, in my 
Vpinion, to intimate that the two firſt Queſtions -- 
a" Wd not contain things Eſſential to Baptiſm, 
nd that it may appear what Reaſon J have to 
hink fo, I deſire the Reader to conſider the 
ollowing Rubric, which is the laſt in the Office 


C But 


private Baptiſm 


A a X M A & K K & 
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hut if they which bring the Infant to th Ti 
Church, do make ſuch uncertain Anſwers, ion, i 

the Prieſt's Queſtions, as that it cannot ap of E 
pear that the Child was baptized with Water no pi 

In the Name of the Father, and of the Son, ui been 

of the Holy Ghoſt, (which are eſſential Parts of tiæed 
Baptiſm) then let the Prieſt baptize it, in ti had « 
Form before appointed for publick Bapriſn other 

of Infants, faving that at the dipping ti and 
Child in the Font, he ſhall uſe this Form Chur. 
Words— If thou art not already baptized, N Mind 

IT baptize thee, 8c, bt ineffe 
Why does not the Church ſay here, F the ! 
cannot appear that the Child was baptized by ff oblige 
lawful Miniſter, let it be conditionally baptized lawtu 
Why does not the Church here tell us (an valid 
could there be a fitter place to tell us ?) th But ſl 

a lawful Miniſter is eſſential to a valid Baptiſm geſted 
When it is reckoning up the eſſential Parts any i 
Baptiſm, could it forget the Miniſter, if th If it 
were alſo an eſſential Part? I am perſwaded i Churc 
neither could, nor would. And I thereſo of dec 
think I have proved, that, in the Judgment all the 
the Church ot Eaglaud (what the Biſhop Ma grea 
Wincheſter affirmed was a Rule agreed fff King 
amongſt Divines / The Miniſter is not of iſ bly fu 
Eſſence of the Sacrament of Baptiſm. fewer 
And thus 1 have gone through all the Offa Souls, 

of Baptiſm, and the Rabrics that relate to ti L- H 
Matter; and having conſidered them with nam, 
the Care and Impartiality T could, I do not in not fai 
that the Church of Eagland hath, in any Hof all 
them, declared Lay-Baptiſm to be invald tourte: 
and yet hey are the Places, and the publick A CHarle, 


where one would look for and expect ful 


Ti 


Declaration, the moſt properly. 


oth The ſecond Proof of the general Propoſiti- tt; 
85 l 
ap 
"ter, 
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at 


of England in this Particular. She hath in 
no publick Act of hers, ordered ſuch as have 
been baptized by Lay-Hands to be re-bap- 
tized by a lawful Miniſter. I have already 
had Occaſion to make this Obſervation in an- 
other place before. But it is, indeed, a clear 
and diſtin Proof of the Judgment of the 
Church in this Matter. Had ſhe been of the 
Mind, that Lay-Baptiſm was null, invalid, and 
ineffectual, her Care and Tenderneſs for all 
the People of this Kingdom, would have 
W obliged her to command the Re- baptizing by 
= lawful Miniſters, all ſuch as had not had a 
valid Baptiſm, if they could be brought to it. 
But ſhe has no where intimated, no where ſug- 
geſted, much leſs expreſſed, or plainly ſignified, 
any ſuch Purpoſe, or. Deſign to have it done. 
If it be ſaid, that from 1604 to 1661, the 
Church had either no Occaſion, or Opportunity, 
of declaring her Judgment in this Point ; yet 
all the World will acknowledge {he had both, in 
a great degree, at the Time of the Reſtoration of 
King Charles II. when ſhe might very reaſona- 
bly ſuppoſe there were, in Eugland and Wales,no 
fewer than two or three hundred thouſand 
Souls, baptized by ſuch hands as are now called 
Lay- Hands, and were then eſteemed and held 
unlamful and un- authorized Hands. May we 
not fairly enough compute, that Six Parts in Ten, 
of all the People of the Kingdom, who were 
fourteen or fifteen Years Old, when King 
Charles JI returned to his Throne, had been 
2s. -——_—_ 


on, is fetched from the Silence of the Church Proof. 


(6240 1 
baptized by ſuch as the Church will not ac. 


to 

knowledge for /awful Miniſters * And what was « big 

there done with all this Number? What Care 6 not 

i was taken by the Church to ſecure their Chriſt Wl c Re 
bi anity ? If the Church accounted them already ſbe 
; to be validly baptized, the Queſtion is given c |... 
9 up. If ſhe accounted their Baptiſm to be im 775, 
"of valid, what Proviſion was there made, to have Th 
? them re-baptized? lanſwer, none at all. And Re 
1 J fay ſo with the greater Aſſurance, becauſe 1M non 
10 ſee that Dr. Hicks, tho? very able, and keenly MW 7 4 
5 edged to this purpoſe, hath not been ſo lucky . ;,,, 
Ma as to produce one good Reaſon to make uf con 
th believe that the Office of Miniſtration of Baptiſn . ver 
f ro ſuch as are of riper Tears, was intended for fuch ¶ but 
nh as had been invalidly, baptized by anlamful Ml 12 
1 Miniſters; altho he thinks he has Reaſon to at t 
7 ſay it was. He does not, I own, affirm it, inany Wc are 
1 peremptory, magiſterial Manner: But becauſe Bc on 
7 he ſays it at all, and becauſe his Authority (even ¶ on 
by in Matters of Conjecture) is much greater with Opi 
9 thoſe for whoſe ſake I take theſe Pains, than I my 
'Y could wiſh it were, in Matters where I think Mc hur 
1 he is much miſtaken; becauſe of this, I ſay, Dic 
6 it lies upon me, to conſider what he has ſaid Mt ops 


. upon this Point. — 834 ¹ 

5 Ihus then the Doctor ſpeaks in his Letter toi TH 

the Author of the Invalidity of Lay-Baptiſm, p. 21. ¶ ſage 
© You have well obſerved, That our Church 5 
hath provided no Office of Confirmation for thoſe Wa little 
who receive Baptiſm from Lay-Baptizers. And I exam 
indeed it would have been ſtrange, that ſhe ion 
which allows of no Baptiſm but by a lawful Dioce) 
Aiziſter, ſhould have provided ſuch n as ha 


{ E * A « 
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to confirm or ratify the Baptiſm of thoſe; who 


© (truly ſpeaking) were ſprinkled or waſhed, but 
not baptized, But I think you might, with 
© Reaſon enough, have farther obſerved, that 
* {be hath provided an Office for their true and 
« lawful Baptiſm. I mean, Sir, The Miniſtra- 
© tion of Baptiſm to ſuch as are of riper Tears, 


© This new Office was made preſently after the 
Reſtoration, and is part of the Litarey that 


now is confirmed by Act of Parliament: And 
i do not think it was intended only for Hea- 


tens, Jews, and Mahometans, who ſhould be 
converted to Chriſtianity, or for ſuch con- 
verted Hereticks among us as reject Baptiſm ; | 


but alſo for thoſe who had been izwvalidly bap- 


tired; of which there were great Numbers 
at the Time of the Reſtoration, and now alaſs, 
are many more. 


I ſubmit this Obſervati- 
* on to your Thoughts, and the Conſiderati- 
© on of all who ſhall read it: And if my 
Opinion, as to this Office, is wrong, I hope 
* my Error is pardonable, - becauſe it is not 
© hurtful to the Church, nor caſts the leaſt. 


Diſhonour upon her learned and pions Biſh- 


* ops and Prieſts her Repreſentatives, who 
* made that Office, which before was wanting. 
The Remarks I would make upon this Paſ- 
ſage, are theſe. SOR 
1. I deſire the Doctor and his Friend, to make 
a little Inquiry into the Matter of Fact, and to 
examine, whether the Biſhops after the Reftau- 
ration in 1660, did not go about their ſeveral 
Dioceſes, and confirm many Thouſands of ſuch _ 
as had been baptized by anlamful Miniſters, and 
- „ not 


( 26) <1 


not by the Form in the C ommon- Prayer? and this \ 


whether they made, or tried to make, any Lime 
Diſtin&ion between ſuch young People, as had in 

been baptized by Orthodox Miniſters, and ſuch * 

as had been baptized by Men who were not Dave 

Epiſcopally ordained? Did they declare or intimate had | 

that ſuch as had been baptized by the latte, new“ 

were not baptized /awfull, and therefore could ?MP=Pt!2 

not be confirmed? Did they reject any one on this Ve 
account? Or did they ule any other Office of ﬀ"9u8 

Confirmation, than the preſent one, to confirm Ws not 
all that were brought to them? I verily think hand, 

that, upon Enquiry, it will be found, that not m 

ſingle Biſhop in the Kingdom, did then refuſe to ized, 

confirm any one, upon Pretence of their not baptiz 

being /awfully baptized, by a lawful Miniſter, .“ 0 

Let the Doctor and his Friend, then, conſider") a! 
whether this Practice of the Biſhops at that ding 
Time, be not an implicit Declaration of theit Will 
Judgment, First That there was no need of a the Bi 
new Office of Confirmation, for ſuch as had been ¶ This 
baptized by Lay-Baptizers ; and Secondly, That from 1 
ſuch as they confirmed were held by them to 3: £ 

have been validly baptized, If a Biſhop ſhall hinks 
confirm a Thouſand People, who (he knows, ot the tri 
might know) had been baptized by one that nvalic 
was not Epiſcopally ordained, with the ſam pole, ! 
Words and Ceremonies, with which he confirms lubver 
another Thouſand People who had been bap- Mout! 
tized by an Epiſcopal Miniſter ; will not every Baptiſ 
one conclude, that this Biſhop thinks the Bap et or 
tiſm of both theſe Thouſands to be equally and ſequen 
alike valid, tho? neither regularly, nor orderh 1 
Ple 


nor /awfully at firſt conferred? Now whether 


* 


(272090 5 | 
this was not the Practice of the Biſhops at that 
ime, I leave to the Doctor and his Followers 
to inquire, remember, and conſider. ILL 


2. I agree with the Doctor that it would 


have been a ſtrange thing for the Convocation 


had they been of his Mind) to have made a 
new Office of Confirmation for ſuch as had been 
baptized by Lay-Baptizers. It had certainly been 
ery abſurd to confirm ſuch People, as they 
hought had never been validly baptized. But 
is not the Concluſion as good on the other 
hand, that ſuch as were confirmed by the old Of 
fce muſt needs be. thought to be validly bap- 
tized, by ſuch as confirmed them? A. B. was 
baptized in 1650, by a Miniſter of the Presbyte- 


ian Ordination; and A. B. was confirmed in 1662, 


by a Biſhop of the Church of Eugland, accor- 
ding to the Office appointed for that Purpoſe. 
Will not moſt People conclude, from hence, that 
the Biſhop held the Baptiſm of 4. B. to be valid ? 
This I think is as plain, as if it were deduced 


from Definitions, Axioms, and Propoſitions, &c. 


3. As to what the Doctor ſays, That he 
hinks the Church hath provided an Office for 
the true and lawful Baptiſm of ſuch as had been 
validly baptized, it is very much to the Pur- 
pole, if he can make it good. It would utterly 
ſubvert the Objection that is in every body's 
Mouth, viz. That had the Church held the 
Baptiſm of anlamful Miniſters (i. e. ſuch as were 
not ordained by Epiſcopal Hands, and are con- 
ſequently held as mere Lazcks) to be null and in- 
valid, ſhe muſt and would have ordered all ſuch 
people to be rebaptiæed by lawſul Miniſters. To 

& 4. this 
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this the Doctor ſays, that the Church hath ad. 


judged all ſuch Baptiſms to be invalid, and that 
ſuch People were only ſprinkled or waſhed, and 


not baptized, and hath provided a nem Office for 


the true and lawful Baptiſm of them, namely, 
the Miniſtration of Baptiſm for ſuch as are of tans 
Years, This Office he ſays was intended for 
ſuch as had been invalidly baptized, as wellias 


for Heathens, Jews, Turks and Hereticks. When 


J firſt read this Paſſage, I could not forbear re. 
peating to my ſelf, How hard a Saying is this} 
And it was not without Concern, that I re 
membred it came from a Man, now yenerable 


for his Years, as well as for his Virtue, and his 


Learning. But with what Reaſon does he ſup. 
port this his Aſſertion, or Conjecture ? Thoſe 
he brings in this Place (as the Reader may fe) 
are, that this Office was made nem after the Re 


 ftoration;, and that, at that Time, there were 
many People who had been ivavi,“ꝓZ baptized, 


This Office was indeed zem; but is it not ra 
ther to be wondred at, that there was not, long 
before this Time, a Form of Baptiſm for aaul 
Perſons, in a Church fo well eſtabliſh'd as ours 


Was? My Gueſs is, that in the Days of EA 


ward VI. Q. Mary, Q. Elizabeth, and K. James 


and the greateſt part of K. Charles I. there were 


very few People in Exgland, that expreſs'd any 
Diſlike of Irfant-Baptiſm; the Doctrine and the 
Cuſtom was all in its Favour, and therefore there 
was no very viſible need of a Form for baptizing 
People of riper Tears. But in the Times of Ci. 
vil War, and Anarchy, theſe wicked Tares grew 
up in great Plenty; and this part of 4 
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40%, as well as the other of Rebaprixing, pre- 
ba vailed very much; ſo that betwixt the 'Years 
and 1640 and 1660, there were a great many young 


4 People that had never been bap ized at all ; e. | 
now to juſtify the Wiſdom of the Church in 


iner compoſing a nem Form, that might ſerve for 
lor hem, as well as all others whom the Doctor 
las reckons uv. This is but my Conjecture; but 
hen 1 dare ſay, the impartial Reader will incline to 
te think, that the Convocation, which compoſed 
h this zem Office, had full as much Regard to theſe 
re · ¶ People, as to the izwalidly baptized, The great 
üble Number of © theſe laſt, is the other Reaſon 
his which induces him to think that this new Office 
ſup· was intended for them. But, in my Opinion, 
oe this is taking the thing in Queſtion, for granted. 
(er) MW He ſuppoſes the Church to account all ſuch as 
Re. had been baptized by unlamful Miniſters, to have 
er been 7zwalidly baptized: But has the Church 
Zei made any ſuch Declaration? T have been try- 
ta: ing to prove (and I hope I have proved) that 
ong e ſhe has not. The Fundamental Miſtake, I 
aul think, is this, that becauſe the Church requires 
ours a lamful Miniſter to be the Adminiſtrator of Bap- 
E. tiſm, in her Rubrics; therefore ſhe accounts all 
mei, Baptiſms not conferr'd by a lawful Miniſter, to 
vere be null and valid. This is by no means a ne- 
am ceſſary Conſequence: She has no where faid fo; 
the and her Practice is clearly otherwiſe, as I have 
here ſhewn, by the Biſhops Confirmations in 1661 
Zing and ſince, and by her ordering none of them to 
Ci. be rebaptized. Which I fill inſiſt on, to be 4 
rewW good Proof, and which is not at all weakned 
h by theſe two Reaſons of the Doctor, of which 


I leave 


. 8 
Ileave the Reader to judge. But it may be he 
is better provided, two or three Pages off; ſot 


there he reſumes the ſame Argument, whether 


out of Confidence or Diſtruſt of what was ſaid 
before, I will not determine; but thus he ſays, v. a4. 
Sir, From theſe Obſervations L Vi. that no 


new Office of Confirmation was provided for 


ſuch as were baptized by Laicks ; that the O. 
fice of Baptiſm for ſuch as were of riper Years, 


was intended for ſuch as had been invalidly bap-i 
rized ; that Baptiſm was abſolutely neceſſaty 
to Salvation, was an erroneous, tho? innocent 
and pious, Opinion; and that ſuch happy Alte. 


rations had been made in the Liturgy] From 


the Church of England. Secondly, That ſhe 


is miniſtred by duely authorized and lawful 
Minifters, and conſequently that ſhe rejects 
all Lay-Baptiſm. Thirdly, That ſhe cannot 
count thoſe duely authorized and lawful Mi- 
niſters, who take upon them the Miniſtry, 
within the Pale of her Juriſdiction, in Con- 
tempt of, and Oppoſition to, her Epiſcopat, 
and Epiſcopal Miſſion, or Power of Ordinati- 
on; and by Conſequence, that ſhe muſt look 
upon Baptiſm adminiſtred by ſuch Miniſters, 
as null and void, from the Beginning, 
From theſe Concluſions, and the Conſe- 
quences ifluing from them, I have farther Rea- 
ton to think, that the Office of the Miniſtrati- 

2 | © oh 


A N 


theſe Obſervations, Sir, I think I may con- 
clude, Firſt, That the abſolute indiſpenſable: 
Neceſſity of Baptiſm is not the Doctrine off 


approves of no Baptiſm, or thinks no Bap- 
tiſm duely and validly adminiſtred, but What 


be err 


ane dc 
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be on of Baptiſm: to ſuch as are of riper Years was 

for intended for Perſons invalidih baptized by ſuch 

her anlamful Miniſters among us, as were never 

adi duely authorized, as well as for converted 

24.88 Heathens, Jews, Mahomet ans, and ſuch mo- 

ndern Manicheans, and Seleucians among us, as 

for BF held it unlawful to baptize with the Baptiſm 

O-WF of the Church. | 

7 As I take this Paſſage to be but a Repetition 
If what he had ſaid before, a little enlarged; ſo I 


cquaint my Reader, that I ſhall be conſtrainedto 
Wcpcat, in my Reply, a great deal of what I 


lte: Wave before ſaid. 

om 1. Whether it be an erroneous Opinion, 

on- WT hat Baptiſm is abſolutely neceſſary to Salva- 

wie tion, is not proved by him, but affirm'd. Whe- 

other the indiſpenſable Neceſſity of Baptiſm be 

ſhe the Doctrine of the Church of England, or be 
ap* not, I am not able to determine, I acknowledge, 
bat with full Certainty. He who ſays that ſuch an 

ful Opinion is erroneous, will ſay, among us, that 


it is not the Opinion of the Church of England : 
And I, who incline to think it is the Opinion of 


M.. the Church of England, do fo far think it not to 
ry, {Woe erroneous. And becauſe IT am perſwaded that 
om Wine does not hold Lay-Baptiſm to be invalid, I 
at, Wm allo ſo far perſwaded that ſhe holds Baptiſm 
atl- Wo be indiſpenſably neceſſary, where it can poſ- 
0k fibly be had: She will have Lay-Baptiſm, in the 


ant of a lawful Miniſter,rather than none at all. 
2, I muſt repeat again, that it does not neceſ- 
- Warily follow, that the Church vejects all Lay- 
Baptiſm, or accounts all Baptiſm conferred” by 
Men not Epiſcopally ordained, to be zalland in- 
= | valid, 


See Which in her Office of Baptiſm requires 
P. 18. Prieſt, a Sacerdos only, to adminiſter that 85 


- ſuch Lay-baptized? What if I ſhould acquaint 


n BY. 
valid, becauſe The does in all her Offices an 
Rubrics call for and require a /awfal Minifer i 
conferr Baptiſm. This, the Doctor knows, is ng 
a certain Conſequence in the Church of Rom 


all, 
Rabrid 
pm Of 
The Pr 
ake 
put I \ 
00 rig 
he ca 
Relax: 
Dr Ove 
Rules, 
hat b 
bare; 
fect C 
ident 
Per for 
ſecure 
he W 
ircun 
aly v 
ubric 
the C 
vould 


Interir 


crament. And I would ask him, if he thing 
that the Church of England, when ſhe change 
her Rabric in 1603, from thoſe indefinite 
Words — Let one of them—into — 4 Lanfil 
Miniſter, whether ſhe did thereby intend! to in 
validate and utterly annull all Baptiſms that had 
been before conferr'd by Lay-Hands? or whe: 
ther ſhe baptized again, by a lawful Miniſter 


the Doctor, that in all the Offices of Baptiſm 
whether Public or Private, that of Infants, d 
that of adult and grown-up Perſons, there is not 
ſo much as the Word Deacon to be found in 
them throughout? and that both Miniſter and 
Curate, which are uſed in them, do ſigniſy 
Prieſt, and nothing but a Prieſt. This I ab 
ſure him, is Matter of Fact, and exactly true 
as he will find upon Examination. Will he give 


me Leave to conclude from hence, that a Deacm ecef] 
may not baptize a Child, becauſe he is not men Meſs of 
tioned or required in any of theſe Offices, ot ment, 
their Rubrics He will, it may be, ſay, that er anc 
a Deacon, when he 1s ordained, has it in his perforr 
Commiſſion, to baptize Infants in the Abſence i the ſan 
the Prieſt. I know he has; but let him goto ords 
that Office, and ſee if the Adminiſtrator of Bap: r of 
tiſm is not always to be a Prieſt, or Miniſter, oi . _ 
c pu 


Carate, which, I fay is but one and the fame 


„ 

an, vir. a Prieſt: And let him reconcile the 
Rubric which calls for a Prieſt, with his Commiſſe. 
pm of a Deacon, which allows him to baptize in 
She Prieſt's Abſence. I would not be thouglit to 

ake this a parallel Caſe, it is not exactly fo; 
hut I would make this Uſe of it, that to init 
oo rigidly upon the Letter of the Rubrit, when 
he caſtomary Practice of the Church allows of 
Relaxations and Abatements, is to be over-wiſe, 
br over- ſcrupulous. The Church, in all her 
Rules, and Orders, muſt call for and require, 


* Frhat ſhe thinks beſt, and would moſt gladly 
yhe bare; but whilſt ſhe is made up of frail, imper- 
fer ke Creatures, and ſubject to numberleſs Ac- 


idents, ſhe muſt be content with the beſt 
Performances ſhe can obtain. And, if ſne can 
ſecure the Eſſentials of Religion, will bear with 


; 
* he Want of many convenient and expedient 
4 in Circumſtantials, till it pleaſes God to make her 
and eaſy with them alſo. The Church, in her 
fy ric, calls for a lawful Miniſter to baptize 
the Child; and calls for no body elſe; and 
rue Would gladly have no body elſe; but, in the 
give nterim, another Perſon comes, calbd only by 
a W\cceffity, or calld perhaps through Fond- 


neſs of the Parent, or through miſtaken Judg= 
ment, but is by no means the Perſon call'd 


0 

that or and intended by the Church: However, he 
xs Mpcrforms the Office, and baptizes the Child, in 
be fame Element of Water, and with the ſame. 


Words of Chriſt, who was the bleſſed Inſtitu- 
tor of this Sacrament. © The Church is offended 
at this Proceeding ; cenſures, blames, condemns, 
and puniſhes, the Intruder and Uſurper _ _ 


6340 


Holy Office (unleſs it were in à Caſe of put 


Neceſſity.) But after all, ſhe ſees the Sac. 
ment eſſextiallyadminiftred, the Matter and thy 
Words of Chriſt were ſeriouſly uſed, and tho 
the Voice and Hand that adminiſtred, wen 
both unhallowed, yet will ſhe not in validate, of 
diſanull this Work. The Doctor very well knoyy 


this was the way of reaſoning in the Annient 


Church; and-(becauſe J have proved it) I a 
bold to ſay it is the way of reaſoning in the 
preſent Church of England. And as ſhe neue 
has, fo I believe ſhe never will depart from ta 
good Standard, in this Particular. The Laws 
with very good Reaſon, have appropriated the 
_ Coinage of all the Money current in the King: 
dom, to the Prince; and they have made it high« 
ly criminal for any Man elſe but ſuch as a0 
ſubſtituted and appointed by proper Officers 
under the Regulation of the Crown, to ha 


any Hand in the work of Coining: And the 


numberleſs Miſchiefs that would enſue + upon 
- permitting every private Man to coin, if ht 
could, do very well juſtify the reſtraining it to 
fuch and ſuch elected and appointed Perſons, 
and puniſhing, even with Death, all that tran 
greſs this Law, altho' the Pieces they cou 
ſhould be of equal Weight and Fineneſs,withthe 
Standard, and tho? the Image, Arms, and Super: 
{cription, ſhould be as right and good, and ti 
all appearance the ſame with thoſe that were 
coined in the Tomer-Mint, by the Queen's pro 
per Officers. But yet theſe Pieces would be 
current ſtill, the Prince would not xecoin them, 


nor would the People refuſe them; f oi 
cheirſ 
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their intrinſic Worth, and their external Form. 
The Hand that made them might be deſeryed- 
ly cut off, but the Piece is eſſentially good; the 
Weight and Fineneſs, Head and Arms demonſtrate 
it to be ſo. | ie 

3. Altho' the Church ſhould not coun 
the Diſſenting Miniſters, to be duely authorized 
and lamf l Miniſters, vet {he need not, Of | Con- 
ſequence, look upon Baptiſm adminiſtred hy 
them, as null and void from the Beginning. 


This is begging the thing in Queſtion, and not 
tha proving it. The Church may (tho' I do not 
aws WW take upon me to fay ſhe: aves, but ſuppoſing 
the {he my) count all; the other Parts of the Mi- 
ing niſtration that are performed by Diſſenting 
igb· Miniſters, to he null and void; yet it would 


not neceſſarily follow, that ſhe ſhould there- 
fore count their Baptiſims to be null and void. 
This is the ſingle thing contended for. Abun- 
dance of People, I doubt, are eaſily led to 
think their Baptiſms to be invalid, becauſe they 

he thiok if their Baptiſms be allowed, the reſt 
t ty of their Miniſterial Performances mult be alſo 
on valid. But this was held to be no Conſe- 
auß quence by the Antient Church of Chriſt ; nor 
ou is it a Conſequence held by the Church of Eng- 
the nd. Tis Baptiſm alone that is not invalidated 
per and made null, tho? conferred by an unlawiul 
te Miniſter, or a meer Lay-Chriſtian. And there- 
ere fore a hundred Paſſages cited either from the 
wo Antient or Modern Writers, to nullify and inva- 
bei lidate all the Miniſterial Performances of uncon- 
mW {ccrated and unlawtul Miniſters, are inſignifi- 
cant to the Point in Hand, unleſs they fay ex- 
xif 5, 


hed 


preſly that Baptiſn adminiſtred by ſuch is toll 
mation I bop fay they will Seb be able tu 
produce, provided they mean Baptiſm admin 
tred in the Matter and +orm- preſcribed by 
Chriſt. IE | ang 
Upon the whole Matter therefore; I cannot 
fee, that the Obſervations the Doctor has mad 
are right, nor the Concluſions he has drawn from 
them to be juſt #nd good; nor Conſequently 
can I find he has any manner of Reaſon to think 


— 


that the Office of the Miniſtration of | Baptiſm i 


ſuch as be of riper Tears, was made and in 
tended for ſuch as had been i-v4lidly baptized, by 
unlawful Miniſters, And therefore 1 am fil 
of the Opinion, that the Church of England h 
by no Act of hers, made or declared Lay-Baptiſmta 
be invalid, #1. 26.3 60108 to 
And I will add but one Argument more, 


in Proof of this Poſition, and that ſhall be 


alſo fetched from the Silence of the Preachers 
and the Writers of the Church of Eaglan 
in this Point, from the Lear 1660 till the 
Tear 1700. eee eng 

Did any of my Lords the Biſhops in theit 
primary Viſitations, after the Reſtoratibn of King 
Charles II (the propereſt Seaſon certainly) 
give it in Charge to their Clergy, to inform 
their People, either by Preaching, or Writing, 
that ſuch as had been Baptized by unlawfh 
Nonconforming, unepiſcopal, Miniſters; were not 
Chriſtians, having not been validly Baptized, and 
therefore that all ſuch muſt be baptized anew? 
Does any one remember ſuch Inſtructions given 
about that Time, or ſince ? Did the wg of 
| * | Con- 


” \ . | 
i - 


Wc ontroverſy who were many, and for many - 


ears, among other Points debated, did they, 
nit ay, inſiſt on the Iavalidity of the Diſſenters 
b aptiſm, in any of their Books? Did the London 


Wor the Country Miniſters, who were the moſt 
zealous to bring their People to Conformity, 


not 
ad and a good liking of the Church-way, and to 
on reſcue them from Schiſm and Separation, and 
he Miſchiefs of it, did they begin with this, that 
nl" muſt conſider they were not Chriſtians, and 
wanted true Baptiſm: ? Does any one call to 
in Mind, that any ſuch Arguments as theſe were 
ſed to 8 their Flocks to enter into 
e hriſt's Fold, by the Gate of Baptiſm? Did 
hey pretend to convert the Diſſenters to Chriſ- 
„ ianity? Or to leave the Separation, and come over 


o the Church? Is it not a very modern Thing, is 
Wt not of Yeſterday, to hear it ſaid, that he 
iiſſenters are not Chriſtians, having been bap- 
Wizcd with Water, in the Name of the Father, 
Pon, and Holy Ghoſt ? And yet, will any reaſon- 
able Man tell us, that it was not the Duty of 
he Biſhops to have given theſe things in Charge 


leit Wo the Clergy ? Will any one ſay, it was not the 
ing proper bulineſs of the controverſial Writers, to 
8) ws inſiſted mainly on this great Point? Or 


Could the Pariſh-Prieſts have done any thing bet- 
er, more pleaſing to God, or more uſeful to the 
'cople, than to have told them, they muſt be- 
ome Chriſtians and be Baptized? Was there an 


not 

[nd itter Neglect of this great Duty among all ſorts 
f Parties concerned, at a Time when nothiog 
ven ould have been more proper? Who can eaſily 
; of ome into this Belief? If this Silence of the 


D Eccleſiaſtical 


4 


(3&7. - 
Eccleſiaſtical Governours, of the Pariſh-Prieſts, 
and of the Writers of Controverſy, be not if 
Proof of the Church of Eagland's Judgment if 
the Matter; I muft deſpair of knowing what 


can be one. e 
And thus Ihave gone through the little Work 
T undertook : Which was not to prove the Vall. 
dity of Lay-Baptiſm ; nor to prove the Baptiſn 
of Diſſenters to be good and valid, in Oppoſition 
to the Author of Lay-Baptiſm's Invalidity, or ii 
Oppoſitiòn to Dr. Hicks his Abetter and EHU 
courager ; this was not my Deſign ; but to mali 
good my Poſition—That the Charch of England 
hath, by no pablick Act of hers, made or declare 
L ay-Baptiſm to be invalid, Both thoſe Writer 
had affirm*d that the Church of England accouni 
Lay-Baptiſm, and the Baptiſm of Diſlentingl 
Miniſters, to be invalid; as far as they affirm 
that, I have concerned my ſelf with them, and 
no farther, But becauſe I could not diſprov 
their Allegations in this particular, without di 
covering my Opinion in the general], of the Mat 
ter in diſpute, every Body will fee I am of: 
very different Judgment from thoſe Writers 
The only thing I would leave with the Reader 
is to conſider, whether I have not made good 
my Poſition, from the particular Proofs I hav 
brought; from the Conſideration of the Offices! 
Baptiſm and their Rubrics ; from the Confirm 
ons of the Biſhops after 1660; and from # 
Silence of the Clergy, and Church- Writers, ft 
upwards of Forty Years, in a Matter wherell 
every Body will ſee they were highly concerndl 
to have ſpoken. And if the Church of Englan 
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2s not declared Lay-Baptiſm, and Diſſenters 
W:.1:i/72, to be invalid, I cannot chooſe but think 
t a very great Preſumption for any private, 
Member of her Communion, todo ſo. As for 
hat the Author of the aforeſaid Book, ſays of 
ie 23d and 26th Articles; he may know that 
hoſe Articles were made in 1552 (as well as 
562) by many of the ſame People who made 
The Office of Baptiſm and Rubrics in 1548 and 
W 552: And that therefore the Allowance of Lay- 
Baptiſm, was not thought to claſh, or be incon- 
Wiſtent with thoſe Articles. But he may alſo 
now, that the Church by requiring 4 lamful 
iniſter to Baptiſm, does not, by neceſſary 
Conſequence, invalidate a Baptiſm conferred by 
En anlamful Miniſter. The Reader will, I 
hope, be content, that, in Affirmance of my 
Poſition, T preſent him with ſome Citations, out 
of Mr. Hooker, and Mr. Thornaike ; the one 
Wcfore, the other ſince the Change made in 
63. VIDE we eee 
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THE famous Tho. Cartwright, Lib. 1. Pag 
I 143. Saith that private Baptiſm firſt 
© roſe upon a falſe Interpretation of St. John, 3. 3 
Daleſs a Man be born again of Water and of thi 
Spirit he cannot enter into the Kingdom of Heaven, 
Where certain do interpret the word Mater 
for the material and elemental Water; when. 
as our Saviour Chriſt taketh Water there, by 
a borrowed Speech for the Syirit of God, the 
Effect whereof it ſhaddoweth out. 
To this, Mr. Richard Hooker, Lib. v. F. 59. re. 


% plies — 


a a aA a «a © «a 


pr * To hide the general conſent of Antiquity, 
Wh * agreeing in the literal Interpretation, they 
3 * cunningly affirm, that certain have taken 
W * theſe Words, as meant of material Water; 


* when they know that of 4 the Antients there 
is not one to be named, that ever did other: 
* wile either expound or alledge that Place, 
than as implying external Baptiim. 

* Tho. Cartwright, Lib 1. 146. The Order 
© which God hath ſer are, that it ſhould be 
done in the Congregation, and by the Miniſter, 
And I will further ſay, that altho' the In- 

| „ tants 


= „ 
"WW fonts which dye without Baptiſtn, ſhould be 


aſſuredly damned (Which is moſt falſc) yet 
cought not the Orders, which God harh ſer in 
his Church, be broken after this ſort. 

8 To this Mr. Hooker feplies at large, Lib: v. 
61. but T will only Tet down a few: Lines. 

8 © To acknowledge Chriſt's. Inſtitution to be 


me ground of both Sacraments, I ſupp6ſe tid 
0M Chriſtian Man will refuſe : For it giveth them 
un their very Nature, it appointeth he |Matrer 


EF whereof they conſiſt; the Form of their Ad- 
8 miniſtration it teacheth; and it bleſſeth them 
with that Grace, whereby tliey are to us, both 
W Picdges and Inſtrüments of Life. Never- 
cheleſs, ſeeing” Chriſt's Inſtitution eœntaineth, 


ell : "IF ER X ; le 5 | 

by beſides that which” maketh 'compleat the 
the Effence or Nature, other things that ate only 
parts, as it were, of the Furniture of Sacra- 


ments; the difference between theſe two 
muſt unfold that whicli the general Terms of 


uity, indefinite Speech would confound. I aſſure 
they de Reader, that Mr. Hooker was of Biſhop 
aken . /5n's Mind, that the Miniſter was not \ of the 
ater; Vence of Baptiſm] nei 


On this Point, Whether he be 4 Miniſter or 
o, dependeth not only the Digzzty, but the 
Being of the Sacrament. So that I take the 
Baptiſm of Women, to be no more the Hol 


7. C. Lib: 1. Page 44: 8G 


1d beſ@acrament of Baptiſm, than any other daily 
miſter ordinary waſhing of the Ghild. © 
ec In- Mr. Hooker, Lib. v. d. 62. which I deſire 


Reader to look carefully over, if he has the 
0k by him. I only tranſcribe ſome Parts of 
D 3 1 


042) 
it, for the ſake of thoſe who have it not. And 
little could any body have thought, that the 
Arguments which Thomas. Cartwright a princi 


pal Puritan Miniſter produced above an hunde th 
Years ago, againſt the Doctrine, Practice, S lic 
vice, and ' Miniſters of the Church of Engl by 
in the Point of Lay-Baptiſm ; ſhould now C! 
again produced by Doctor H—5, and fever B. 
Church of England Miniſters, againſt the M W 
ſenting Miniſters, to prove their. Baptiſm . hit 
be Lay-Baptiſm, and altogether invalid, ni lute 
and void; ſprinkling, and waſhing, if you wil den 
but not baptizing any one. And that, at Bax 
ſame time, the Arguments of Mr. Hooker {hou ju; 
be produced to prove their Baptiſms valid. law 
we have lived to ſee ſtrange Things: Aud lcafl 
theſe Humours may go on, and be receiv And 
encouraged, and applauded by the ,you Tin 
Students and Divines, we may ſee ſtranger ther 
But God forbid ! Let this Digreſſion be is. B 
given, and Igo on. 1 in pi 

Lib. v. d. 62. Page 3224. f tſthere 
The Reaſon whereupon they ground it we 
© Opinion, viz, That Baptiſm by Women at the 
© no more a Sacrament, than any other ſity b 
5 dinary waſhing or bathing a Man's Body, tyeth 
.* ſuch, as making Baptiſm. by Women , Bapti 
© becauſe Women are no Miniſters in a ma 
Church of God, muſt needs generally Aphc 
© nihilate the Baptiſm of all unto whom Bapti 
* Conceit ſhall apply this Exception, whe ever 
© it be in regard of Sex, of Quality, ol unto 
* ſufficiency or whatſoever. For if want of tor t 


do fruſtrate Baptiſm, they that baptize i 


(43 ) 
out calling, do nothing, be they Women or 
Men. | 8 


page 232. To Womens Baptiſm in Private, 


| 1 by Occaſion of Urgent Neceſſity, the Reaſons 


that only concern ordinary Baptiſms in Pub- 
lick, are no juſt prejudice : Neither can we 
by force thereof diſprove the Practice of thoſe 
Churches, which (neceffity requiring) allow 
Baptiſm in — to be adminiſtred by 
Women. We may not from Laws that pro- 
hibit any thing with Reſtraint, conclude abſo- 
jute and unlimited Prohibitions: Altho' we 
deny not but they whieh utterly forbid ſuch 
F Baptiſm, may have, perhaps, wherewith to 
juſtify their Orders againſt it. For, even things 
lawtul are well prohibited, when there is fear 
leaſt they make the way to unla w ful more eaſy, 
And, it may be, the liberty of Baptiſm at ſuch 
Times by Women, doth ſometimes embolden 
the raſher ſort to do it, where no ſuch neceſſity 
is. But whether of Permiſſion, beſides Law, or 
in preſumption againſt Law, they do it, is it 
thereby altogether fruſtrate, void, and as tho? 
it were never given? They which have not 
at the firſt, their right Baptiſm, muſt of neceſ- 
lity be rebaptized, becauſe the Law of Chriſt 
tyeth all Men to receive Baptiſm. Iteration of 
Baptiſm once given, hath been always thought 
a manifeſt Contempt of that antient apoſtolick 
Aphoriſm, One Lord, one Faith, one Baptiſm : 
Baptiſm not only Oze in as much as it hath 
every where the ſame Sabſtance, and offereth 
unto all Men the ſame Grace; but One allo, 
tor that it ought not to be received by any one 
D 4 Man 


Vlg above once, I This Argument he putii 


* - ; 
EMA as % 
0 * | | 8 


in a convincing Manner; and goes on to giye 
the Hiſtory of Rebaptizing maintained by 8 
Cyprian and the African Church, whom he af. 
firms to have been miſtaken : And makes this 
wiſe Remark upon him —— That the Teacher 
Error is the People's Trial, harder and heavier by 
much to bear, as He is in Worth and Regard greatn 
that perſwadeth them And after a great deal faid 
on this Head, worthy, every Line of it, to he 
thoughtfully peruſed by our new-fangled Mini 
ſters, he fays] * Since the Church of God hath 
always hitherto conſtantly maintained; that 

* torebaptize them which are known to have 

received true Baptiſm, is unlawful : That i 

© Baptiſm be ſeriouſly adminiſtred, in the ſame 

Element, and with the fame Form of Words, 

* which Chriſt's Inſtitution teacheth, there if 
no other Defect in the World that can makeit 
* fruſtrate, or deprive it of the Nature of a true 
* Sacrament : And laſtly, That Baptiſm is only 
then to be readminiſtred, when the firſt Del 
very thereof is void, in regard of the forealledg 
* ed Imperfections, and no other: Shall we now 
in the Cafe of Baptiſm, which having both 
* for Matter and Form, the Subſtance of Chriſt 
© Inftitution, is by a ſort of Men voided for the 
only Defect of Eccleſiaſtical Authority in the 
© Miniſter ; ſhall we, I fay, think it enough, 
© that thePuritans blow away the Force thereof 
© with the bare Strength of their very Breath, 
* by faying-—— We take ſuch Baptiſms to bf 
© no more the Sacrament of Baptiſm, than an 
© other ordinary Bathing to be a Sacrament ? It be. 
| | * hovet 


MW « Hoverh generally all Sorts of Men, to keep 
ive © themſelves within the Limits of their own Vo- 


- 
— 


1 


cation. And ſeeing God, from whom Mens ſe- 


| © veral Degrees and Præeminencies do proceed, 


© hath appointed them in his Church, at whoſe 
© Hands His Pleafure is, that we ſhould receive 
© both Baptiſm, and all other publick medicinal 
© Helps of Soul, perhaps thereby the more to ſet- 
* tle our Hearts, in the Love of our Ghoſtly Su- 
© periours ; they have ſmall Cauſe to hops, that 
with Him their voluntary Services will be 
accepted, who thruſt themſelves into Functi- 

© ons, either above their Capacity, or beſides 
© their Place, and overboldly intermeddle with 
Duties, whereof no Charge was ever given 
* them: They that in any thing exceed the 
* Compaſs of their on Order, do, as much as 


nin them lieth, to diſſolve that Order which is 


the Harmony of God's Church. Suppoſe 
| © therefore, that in theſe and the like Conſide- 
* rations, the Law did utterly prohibit Bap- 


aim to be adminiftred by any other, than 


M8 © Perſons thereunto ſolemnly conſecrated, what 


* Neceſſity ſoever happen; are not many things 
firm being done, altho, in Part, done” other- 
* wiſe than poſitive Rigor and Strictneſs did 
* require ? Nature, as much as is poſſible, in- 
* clineth unto Validities, and Preſervations: Diſ- 
* ſolutions, and Nallities of things done, are not 
only not favoured, but hated, when either urged 
* without Cauſe, or extended beyond their Reach. 
If therefore at any Time it come to paſs, that 
in teaching publickly or privately, in deliver- 
ing this bleſſed Sacrament of Regeneration, 
2 > _ © ſome 


are . 


8 Mi 


1 : 
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that dijalow what is done amiſs, yet mae] 


© have Rig 


* gor, an 


pite ſemper ambulat, Mens own Faults are 


(46) 
© ſome unſanAified Hand, contrary to Chriſty 
« ſuppoſed Ordinance, do intrude it ſelf to exe. 
cute that, hereunto the Laws of God, and his 
Church have deputed others; which of theſe 
© two Opinions ſeemeth more agreeable will 
* Equity, Ours [of the Church of | England] 


not the Force of the Word and Sacraments, 
« much leſs their Nature and very Subſt ance, to 
depend on the Miniſter's Authority and Calling 
or elſe Theirs [the Puritans, heretofore, but 
© now Dr. H—s,and many young Clergymen'] 
© which defeat, diſannull, and annihilate both, 
© in Reſpect of that oe only perſonal Deſect 
there being not any Law of God, which faith] 
that if the Miniſter be incompetent, his Word 
© ſhallbe no Word, his Baptiſm no Baptiſm? 
And p. 239 * The Grace of Baptiſm cometh, 

© by, Donation, from God alone: That God 
hath committed the Miniſtry of Baptiſm un- 

to ſpecial Men, it is for Order's ſake in hi 
* Church, and not to the end that their Autho- 
* rity might give Being, or add Force to the $a 
* crament it ſelf. That Infants have right to 
the Sacrament in Baptiſm- we all acknoy. 
© ledge. Charge them we cannot as guilejul 
and wrongful Poſſeſſors of that, whereunto they 
6 by the manifeſt Will of the Do- 

| are not Parties unto; any Defect ot 
* Diſorder in the manner of receiving the ſam, 
And if any ſuch Diſorder be, we have ſuf 
* ciently before declared, that Delictum cum Ci 


* their own Harms. / © 
7 And 


And laſt of all. 4 Whereas general and full 
© Conſent of ns godly-learned of all Ages, dot! 
J. make for Validity of Baptiſm: yea, albeir ad 
© miniſtred_in_private,, and even by Women ; 
J. which kind of Baptilin in Caſe 0 Neceſſity, 
© divers; Reformed Churches do both allow and 
defend; ſome others, which do ,not defend, 
tolerate : Few, in Compariſon, and they with- 
out any juſt Cauſe, do utterly difanull and an- 
nihilate : Surely however, through Defe& on 
either ſide, the ;Sacrament may be without 
Fruit, as well in ſome Caſes to him which 
* receiveth, as to him which giveth it; yet no 
PHiſability of either, part can ſo far make it 
* fruſtrate and without effect, as to deprive it of 
© the very Nature of true Baptiſm, having all 
things elſe, Which the Ordinance of Chriſt 
„ee . 
Mr. Thorndike in his Rights of the Church in 
4 Chriſtian State, In the Year 1649. p. 107. 
hath theſe Words. a | 
\ © If the Charge of Baptizing given the Apoſ- 
tles, had been meant of the Office of Mzniſ- 
ſring, not of the Power of granting it, what 
Reaſon could there be, that St. Peter, having 
converted Corzelizs and his Company, ſhould 
not baptize them in Perſon, but command 
them to be baptized ? Acts 10. 48. 5 
And if the Apoſtles employ their Deacon 
St. Philip, to preach and to baprize,.is it not by 
Conſequence, that theGovernours of particular 
are * Churchesemploy their Deacons about the ſame ? 
| In the Synagogue it cannot be ſaid that the 
aa © Office of Circumciſing ever required any higher 
Quality than that of a Perſon circumcited : 
* And 


* 
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mitted to Baptiſm or no, it is the chief Powell 


in the Church, no Deacon nor Presbyter mb 


2 Baptiſm given by him that is on Bap 


SY 


any Queſtion, whether a Perſon is to be ad 


of the Church that muſt determine it. t 
the Occaſion require Solemnity, which maj 
argue him that officiates it, to be the"Chid 


preſume to do it before the Biſhop. © But be wel 
cauſe Baptiſm is the Gate, as' well of the in 7 
viſible Church, as of the viſible: And beca © 
the Occaſions are many and divers which in WM ....c 
danger the preventing of ſo neceſſary an OM .:.; 
fice by Death; in this Regard, the Pratic 5 
of the Primitive Church, alledged by Terta- thar 


lian De Bapt. c. 18. muſt not be condemned, 


baptized, is not only valid but well done. 


Mr. Thorndike in his Epilogue. 16 59. p. 150 mor 


When the Power of Confirming, proper to Wy 
the Biſhop, evidenceth, that he alone granteib req 
Baptiſm (either by particular Appointment, Skil 


© or by general Law, in which his Authority is Ml (++; 
© involved) but a La. man ſometimes may mi. ¶ tho- 


< ziſter it; we ſee what St. Paul means when Wl ©, 


* he ſays, 1 Cor. 1. 17. God ſent me not to bape Rea 
© tize, but to preach the Goſpel : Our Lord ha, WM rath 


© ving ſaid, Matth. 28. 19. Go preach and make the 


Diſciples of all Nations, ef them in the 0, 


* Name of the Father, Son, and 


oly Ghoſt : To | this 


© wit, that the Power of appointing it, not the ¶ fron 

* Miniſtry of doing it, is proper to the Apoſtles % 

and their Suceſſors. Which Reaſon will hold : 

in ſundry Particulars, concerning Oraination, | 
LO 1 "> >. 


64999 | 
concerning Abſolution and Pennance, concern- 
ing Confirmation and others. In all which this 
u being once ſecured, that no Man act beyond 
- 088 he Power, which he receiveth, it will be no 
Wo Prejudice to the Unity of the Church, that 
ri ſome Orders do that, by particular Commiſſion 
from their Superiors, Which their Order ina- 
bles not all that are of it, to do. Becauſe in 
ſuch Caſes, it is not Authority, but Miniſtry 
which they contribute. „ 
lem lib. „ 

24 But a great many Witneſſes ſpeak not ſo 
NB much, as the Law, the Rule, the Cuſtom, of 
giving Baptiſm by auy Man that was à Cbhriſti- 
an in that Caſe of Neceſſity. (i. e. rather 
than any one ſhould dye unbaptized) For, 
cout of that Caſe of Neceflity, the Office of 
{ Baptizing belong'd to the very higheſt in the 
Church; to wit, fo as might ſtand with the 
more weighty Imployments of their Office : 
For otherwiſe, a little common Senſe would 
ſerve to inform them, that thoſe Offices which 
required more of their Perſonal Knowledge, 
| Skill, Wiſdom, and Goodneſs, were to be pre- 
ſerred before the Office of Baptizing ; which, 
tho' it concerns Salvation, yet requires no ſuch 
| Qualities. Can any Man then imagine any 
Reaſon, why all Chriſtians are licenſed, or 
rather commanded to baptize in that Caſe, but 
the Neceſſity of the Office? And that no Infant 
ſhould go out of the World unbaptized ? And 
© this chokes all the Exception that is made 
from the Cuſtom of giving Infants the Eucha- 
7/77, in the antient Church. For, as 1 I 


(56 oY. 
n beſore that it was not held za 
to Salvation, as Baptiſm was; ſo here T mill 
alledge, that it cannot be faid, that the Kal 
chari# was celebrated, and that all CH 
might celebrate the Eachariſt, in this Caſe 
Neceſſity, to the Intent that Infants mighl 
not go out of the World, either unbaptizch 
or without the Euchariſt, © 
Mr. Thorndike. Jaft N. 2 and  Medfars 
1662. p. 114. 

, Abe the Sacrament of Baptiſm; q that, 2 
the Biſhop only allows it, in any Caſe that 
may be queſtionable ; ſo the Miniftring of 
may come to a Deacon, in the Prieſt's Abſencli 
nay to a L- Man, rather than that any Chil 
ſhould oye wars? 4 
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Additional LETTER 


From Dr. John Coſin, afterwards Biſhop 


© of Durham, to Mr. Cordel, who 
© ſcrupled to communicate with the French- 
© Proteſtants, upon ſome of the modern 
© Pretences. 1 


R. Iſaac Baſire, Arch- Deacon of Northumberland, in his 
Account of Biſhop Cofin, (annexed to his Funeral Ser- 
mon) in Page 58 hath theſe Words. 1 
* This Truth is confeſſed by ſomebody (otherwiſe a good 
* Man) who yet ſeems no great Friend to our Biſhop ; but 
being convinced by the Reality of theſe his Actions, eſpecially 
abroad, hath theſe Words, ——=——#This muſt be reported ti the 
* due Commenaation of Dr. Coſin, that when he was in France, he 
neither joyned with the Church of French Proteſtants at Charentong 
* nigh Paris, [Dr. Baffre here inſerts the Word falſe] nor kept any 
* Communion with th: Papiſts therein; but confined himſelf to the 
Church of old Engliſh Proteſtants therein, where by his Pious living, 
| © and conſtant Praying and Preaching, he reduced ſome Recuſants to, 
and confirmed more Doublers in the Proteſtant Religion. Many were 
his Encounters with Jeſuits and Prieſts, defeating the Suſpicions 4 
his Foes, and exceeding the Expectation of his Friends, in the Succeſs 
* of ſuch Diſputes. Church-hiſtory, by Mr. Tho: Fuller, Cent. 17. 
" Book 11, Sect. 38. p. 173.] His many Miſtakes about Mr. Peter 
* Smart's Proſecutions (or rather Perſecutions) of our Biſhop, 
are confuted by the Biſhop's own expreſs Letter, to Mr. Waring 
and Dr. Reeves; April 6. 1658, In which Letter alſo our Biſhop 
. cenſures at large Mr. Fuler's Calumny, wherein he affirms 
that Dr. Coſin did not joyn with the French Proteſtants at 
. Charenzon ; againſt which Aſſertion the Doctor declares to al 
the World, that he never refuſed to joyn with the Proteſtants 
there, or any where elſe, in all things wherein they joyn'd with 
; the Church of England. And that our Doctor was conſtant in 
. this his Judgment, may further / an by a former full * 


9 
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4 


of his from Paris, Feb. 7. 1650. written to one Mr. Cordel, che 
at Bloys, who ſeemed ſhy to communicate with the Proteſtant 
there, upon this very Scruple of their inorderly Ordination, &e 


Ga © 


* as Dr. Coſin ſtiled it; who there and then determined t ind 
* Queſtion in the Afirmative, for our Communion with then ;... 
* Salvo ſemper Jure Eccleſia Anglicanæ. Caf 
I tranſcribe this whole Paſſage, as well to certify the Reade gre 
that ſuch a Letter was written by Dr. Coſin, as to let him ſelf bot 
the Occaſion of it. The Letter followbvs. toe 
Paris Feb. 7. 1650. f HY 

uke your Moderation well, in giving ff * 

Te Mr. Corde!l Þ Fayre and Calm an Anſwer ro Men 7. ard\ the) 
_ at Blois. * Motion for Communicating intheyre Church Cor 
* which truly (to ſpeak my Mind freely to you Aut 


I would not wiſh any of ours abſolutely to refuſe, pr deten 
mine to be unlawful, for fear of a greater Scandal that my 
* thereupon ariſe, than we can tell how to anſwer or excuſe 
© Eſpecially if any of us ſhould renounce it, upon theſe TI 
*. Grounds which you alledge for them; iſt, That they havent 
* Priefts; 24ly, That they have no Conſecration of the Elemeny,* 
II. For as to the firſt, though we may ſafely ſay, and mi 
* taine it, that theyre Miniſters are not ſo dulye and rightly oy * 
* dayned as they. ſhould be, by thoſe Prelates and Biſhops of 
© the Church, who, ſince the Apoſtles time, have only had h 
ordinary Power and Authority to make and conſtitute a Prieſi 
vet that, by reaſon of this defect, there is a Total Nullity ui 
*. theyre Ordination, or that they be therefore no Prieſts or MW 
* niſters of the Church at all, becauſe they are ordayned by that here 
* only who are no more bur Prieſts and Miniſters among then; © 
for my part Iwould be loath to affirme and determine it agu 
* them. And theſe are my Reaſons. * 3 , 
1ſt, * I conceive that the Power of Ordination was reſtreymi © 
* to Biſhops, rather 5y Apoſtolical Practice, and the perpetuilM © 
* Cuſtome and Canons of the Church, than by any abſolute n 
* cept, that either Chriſt or his Apoſtles gave about it. NA 
can I yet meet with any convincing Argument to ſet it up 
* a more high and divine Inſtitution: From which Cuſtom © 
and Laws of the univerſal Church, (therein following the E 
* ample of the Apoſtles) though I reckon it to be a great Pre © 
* ſumption and Fault, for any particular Church to recede, ani © 
may truly ſay that fri non Oportuit, (when the College «il © 
meere Presbyters ſhall ordeyne and make a Prieſt,) yet Ic © agair 
not ſo peremptorily ſay; that factum non walet, and pronoun Faul 
the Ordination to be utterly voyd. For, as in the Caſe of B Cen 
tiſme, we take juſt Exception againſt a La- man, or a Hin Chu 
that vreſumes-to give it; and may as juſtly Dont OA 
N ; 1 t 
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el, then 


the Cenſures of the Church wherein they live, for taking upon 
teſting them to do that Office, which was never committed unto 
207, We them; yet, if once they have done it, we make not theyre Act 
1ed: the and Adminiſtration of Bapriſme voyd; nor preſume we to 
h then iterate the Sacrament after them: So may it well be in the 

Caſe of Ordination. And the Miniſters of the reformed Con- 
Reader gregations in France, who are lyable to give an Account, 
him u doch to God and his Church in general, for taking upon them 


# ro exerciſe that Power, which hy the perpetual Practice and 
Laws of his Church, they were never permitted to Exerciſe, 
and may juſtly be faulted for it, both by the Verdict of all 


others who are Members of the Catholique Church, (as we are, 
ving oF that adhere to the Laws of it more ſtrickly and peaceably then 
Teſtarih they do,) and by the Cenſures of a lawful Meeting, or general 
Eur Councel in that Church, which at any time ſhall ceme to have 
to you) Authority over them. And yet all this While, the Act which 
r deter they do, though it be azſorderly done, and the Ordinations 
lat mij which they make, though they make them unlawfully, ſhall 
excuſe i not be alrogether null and invalid, no more than the Act of 
ſe TI ( Baptizing before mentioned, or the Act of Conſecrating and 
haven Adminiſtriog the Euchariſt by a Prieſt that is ſuſpended, and 
menu g reſtray ned from exerciſing hisPower and Office in the Church. 
 na- © Therefore if at any time àMiniſter ſo oideyned in theſe French 
htly d © Churches came to incorporate himſelfe in ours, and to receive 2 
hops ai publique Charge, or Cure of Soules among us, in the Church of 
had te gland, (as I have known ſome of them to have ſo done of 
rie late, and can inſtance in many other before my Time,) our 
allit u * Biſhops did not reordeyne him before they admitted him to his 
or Charge; as they muſt have done, if his former Ordination 
thai nere in France had been voyd. Nor did our Lawes require more 
them; of him, than to declare his publique Conſent to the Religion 
again received amongſt us, and to ſubſcribe the Articles eſtabliſhed. 
1 And I love not to be herein more wiſe, or harder than our 
treynei © own Church is, which becauſe it hath never publiquely con- 
rpetul Bl © demned, and pronounced the Ordinations of the other re- 
ure fuß formed Churches to be woyd, as ir doth not thoſe of the un- 
. Nuß © reformed Churches, neither among the Papiſts, 
t up © (though I heare that the Miniſters here in France See at the 
uſtom and Geneva uſe ſo to do, who will not admit a End A. 
the E Papiſt Prieſt himſelfe ro exerciſe the Office of a | 
at Pre Miniſter among them, till they have reordained him ;) for 
le, uli © my part, as to that Particular, I dare not take u don me to 
lege a © condemn, or determine a Nullity of their own Ordinations 


Leu © againſt them; though in the interim I rake it to be utterly a 

noun: BE Fault among them, and a great Preſumprion, deſerving a great 

of Bo" © Cenſure to be inflicted on them, by ſuch a Power of the 

ine Church as may, by the Grace of God, be at any time duly gathe- 

1 * red together hereafcer gun as well for the Amendment 
x - 1 38 "7 + 0+ 0 
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of many other Diſorders and Defefts in their Church, at fi of e 
rhis particular inerderly Ordination and defect of Epiſcopicy if orde 


* amongſt them. 7d | 75 1 7 On 

* 2aly, Beſides that, this theyre Boldnes, Preſumption and No. the! 
* velty (in ſetting up themſelves, without any invincible Ne. 47 
© ceſſity that they had ſo to do, againſt the Apoſtolical Practice knov 
* and perpetual Order of God's Church till their Dayes,) v 
* alwayes faulted, and reſerved for farther Cenſure, lin due time Autt 
which they have juſtly merited. There have been both Tearnel wich 
and eminent Men, (as well in former Ages as in this; com 
even among the Roman Catholiques, as well as Proteſtants) Wl Perſo 
who have held and mainteynd it for good and paſſable Di. Coun 
vinity, that Presbyters have the intrinſical Power of Ordinz, th 
tion in Adu primo; though for the avoyding of Schiſme, (az WM as ſc. 
St. Hierom ſpeaks) and preſerving Order and Diſcipline in the Nis in 
Church, they have been reſtreyned ever ſince the firſt Times, Chur 
and till are, (bur where they take a Liberty to themſelves, but C 
that was never duely given them) from exerciſing their Power his F 
in Afﬀu ſecundo: And therefore, that however their Act of MF in th: 
* Ordayning of other Presbyters, ſhall be voyd according to the WM thoug 
* Strifneſs of the Canon (in regard they were univerſally then 
* prohibited from Executing that Act, and breaking the Order WM their 
and Diſcipline of the Church;) yet that the ſame Act ſhall MW © 61h 
not be ſimply voyd in the Nature of the thing, in regard that Wi claym 
the intrinſical Power remayned, when the Exerciſe of it was ſul. WW Presb! 


a 


* pended, and taken from them. Of this Opinion and Jude: Wl preſy: 
ment in old Time, were St. Hierom and his Followers,alleadged WM So th 
* by Gratian, diſt. 93. and of later Times: 2% Maſtn much. 
* of the Sentences, Lib 4. Diſt. 24. Bona vent. 1bid. 9. 3. Art. 2. with no; a: 
* other School men, las Aureol. ibid. Art. 2. and Anton. de Roſells, WM thinks 


de Poteft. Imper. & Papali Part 4. C. 18. and in this later Ag WM want 

not- only Armachanws in Sum. ad queſt. Art. I. 11. c. 2. 3. Ke, the Cl 
* & c. 9. Alphonſ. a Caſtro (verb. Ep:ſcopus) Mich. Medina. De Sacr, MM requir 
* hom. orig. lib. x.c. 5. among the Roman Catholiques ; but WM is the: 
* likewiſe Caſſander, in Conſult, Art. 14. beſydes Melanct hon, Cle WM hold n 
* mentias, Gerardus and Calixtus, amongſt the Proteſtants ; and Eccleſi 


* Biſhop Jewel (Def 2.p c.3.d-1 &c. 9. dis. 1.) Dr. Ficla,ot the WM the ot! 
Church lib. 3. c. 39 Hooker Eccleſ. Pol. lib. 3. 9. 3. ut. and beginn 
* Maſon among the Divines of our own Church. All which WM plainly 
Authors are of ſo great Credit with you and me, that though IM Recor 
* we are not altogether of their Mind, yet we would be loath WM this fir 
* to let the World ſee, that we contradict them all, and con, of Pca 
* demn their Judgment openly ; as needs we muſt, if we hold BM Right 
the contrary, and ſay, that the Miniſters of the reformed IM that P 
French Churches, for want of Epiſcopal Ordination, have u you a 
Order at all. a _ ; there is 
* zaly, If upon this ground we renounce the French, we it, (ast 

' muſt for the very fame Reaſon renounce all the Miniſters II thc ap 
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4 * 
of Germany beſides, (for the Superintendents, that make and 
ordeyne Miniſters there, have no new Ordination, beyond 
their own Presbytery, at all) and then what will become of 


. the Proteſtant Party? X 


« zthly, If the Church and — of England have ac- 
itting of them when they 

fled thither for Refuge; and placing them by publique 
Authority in diverſe of the moſt eminent Cityes among us, 
without Prohibition to any of our own People to goe and 
communicate with them) why ſhould: we that are but private 
Perſons, utterly diſclayme their Communion in their on 
Country? 1 OIOT eee 8 , + 
© 5thly, S. Cyprian's Errour, in rebaptiſing Heretiques, was 


as ſcandalous to other Churches abroad, as the French Errour 


is in their Ordeyning of Miniſters here; and yet thoſe other 


Churches abroad did not renounce Communion with him; 


but Cornelius and his Clergy could well agree with him and 
his Followers, notwithſtanding the Difference between them 
in that particular; which is a fayre Pattern for ourſelves, 
though they in the mean while be in the wrong, as S. Cypriay 

then was, and ſo we may tell them, without diſclayming 
their Communion) and we in the right, as Cornelius then was. 
* 6thly, Somewhat it is, that they do not abſolutelye diſ- 


clayme Epiſcopacy, nor ever did; but ſay and hold, That their 


presbyters are Biſhops, eſpecially the chief Presbyters that 
preſyde at their Ordinations and their Courts of Juriſdiction: 
do that the true Queſtion between us and them, is not ſo 
much, whether there ought to be Biſhops in the Church, or 
no; as whether theyre Presbyters be true Biſhops ; wherein I 
thinke they will have more to doe, to defend themſelves for 
want of Suberdination then of Ordination it ſelfe. For where 
the Clergy are any great Multitude, Order doth neceſſarily 
require that they be diſtinguiſned by Degrees: and therefore 
as they have ever been, ſo we hold (and, as I believe, we 
hold moſt truly,) there ever ought to be at leaſt two Sorts of 
Eccleſiaſtical Perſons, beſydes Deacons, the one fubordinate to 
the other, as inferiour Miniſters were to the Apoſtles at the 
beginning, and to the Biſhops always ſince: Which we find 
plainly ſet forth in the Scripture, and in all Eccleſiaſtical 
Records that followed after. Thus by all that I have ſaid in 
this firſt Point, you ſee my Mind ; wherein I ſeek the Ways 
of Peace wich others, without prejudice to the Truth and 
Right that we have among our ſelves. And therefore under 
that Proteſtation which Monſieur Teſt ard offers | 
you a permiſſion to make, and conſidering 
there is no Prohibition of our Church againſt End B. 

it, (as there is againſt our communicating with 

the Papifts, and that well grounded upon the Scripture ow 
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chat are with you, may (eyther in Caſe of Neceſſity, why 
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« gard of declaring your Unitye in profeſſing the ſame: Raſigi 
* hich you and they do) go other-whiles to communicate n 
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« verentlye with them of the French Church. Only I could W] 
that as you ſhall be admitted to your Proteſtation, be 
vyou do it; ſo on may be likewiſe admitted to receive lll 
| blefſed Euchariſt devoutly, upon your Knees, and have til 
Words pronounced to you, when they deliver it, which 
even in- Scotland, they omit not; and which in-Effe& qq 
Miniſters here in France ſay before, both in their Ex hort 
or Declaration to the People, and in their Prayers to 6 
" [Prenez, mangex les viandes Sacrees de noſtre Seigneur Jeſus Chil 
qui nous veut vraiment faire participans de Son Corps & dt iy 


S @ @ ® 6 


Sang: le pain celeſte pour wous repaiſtre & noutir a vie et ernells; nem 
: Communion de Jeſus Chriſt noſtre Seigneur livre pour nous à m 2. 
nous donne en Viande & nouriture de wie eternelle ; en certaine fay ql by Bi 
© nous jouiſſons de. Son Corps et de Sen Sang woire ey rout ei by th 
© ment. Jeſus Chriſt eſtant uvray Dieu & wvray homme eſt veritable vernr 


e Sainct pain celeſte pour nous vivifier.] Any of which Sentency 
(being their own already) if you could obteyne to be py 
* ticularly ſayd to you, when you receive the Sacrament in b 
* Kinds, it would be more agreeable. to the Inſtitution. and 
Nature of that holy Action and Service, and more efficacia 
to the elevating of your devout Souls at that inſtant Tine 
© then barely to paſs by, and have nothing ſayd to you, ul 
* what was generally ſayd before in the Declaration to all tit 
People. Nor know I any Reaſon, why they may not as we 
* ſatisfy your Deſyres in theſe two Particulars, (without 
* Jeadging the Order of their Church againſt ir) as ſuffer.yo 
to make yourProteſtation,which is no leſs againſt their Ords 
than the others are: Though we hold not eyther of them 
material, as that without them there may be no Commun 
ar Ek | Iy OY 
II. Now as to the ſecond Point of Conſecrating to 
* Sacrament: I ſhall need to ſay no more, bur that whetial 
*, you take it after the way of the Greeke Church, by Prayers all 
© Invocation ; or after the way of the Latine, by Repeatingill 
Words of our Saviour in the Inſtitution of the Sacrament, i 
* cannot be denyed, but that theſe French Churches have the 
* both;as you may ſee in theirpubliqueBookes appointed forth 
* purpoſe,” though diſpoſed after another Order than ours 
And if it be dem, though it be Idem alio modo, it alters 0 
the Subſtance or Nature of the thing it ſelfe : Which ut 
much as at the preſent I can ſay to both your Demands: Al 
which you may communicate to whom you pleaſe, (! 
.* Momfear Teſtard and all, if you will) but ſpecially to ae 
EY . | rie 
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wiſe truly yours. 


vill do ſome good Service in it beſydes to our King, to our 
Church, and to his owne Partye, if at your inſtant Requeſt 
(which I pray make to him) he will be pleaſed (according to 
the Proteſtation, which he will permit you to ſubſcribe) to 
give his direct Anſwer to theſe two Queſtions, which you 
VE may prepare ready for him in a fay re Paper written alone by 
chemſelves, viz. 

* 1, Whether the French Churches here reformed, hold and 
urge ſuch an abſolute Neceſſity of Presbytery, as that all 
other- Churches. are bound to receive and eſtabliſh it among 
them ? | 

* 2. Whether Epiſcopacy, or the Government of Churches 
by Biſhops (eſpecialy being aſſiſted by Presbyters, as ours are 
by theyre Deanes and Chapters) be not a lawful Order and Go: 
vernment in God's Church. | 


Germanye, both in their Confeſſion of Auſpurg, in their Apologie 


Piteft. Eccleſiæ. Theyre other Colloquies at Wormes and Ratiſpes, 
and in divers of theyre Bookes beſydes, but lykewiſe Mr. 
Calvin (who ſubſcribed to the Auguſtane Confeſſion) in his Booke 
de Neceſſitate Reformande Eccleſiæ ad Sadoletum Cardinalem, his 
old Friend, and in his Epiſtles to Archbiſhop Cranmer, and 
Biſhop Ridley, and in his Iuſtitutions, Lib. 4. Cap. 4 J. 4. &c. 
and with him Mr. Beza too, in his Booke, de Diverſis Grad. 
Miniſterii, Cap. 21. G. 2. & Cap. 18. 9. Sure I am, (I fay) thar 
all theſe acknowledge Epiſcopacye and the Government by 
Biſhops to be lawful ; and therefore I doubt not, but Monſieur 
Teftard, and as many more Miniſters of the French Church as 
be neere him, (but himſelfe howſoever)may well ſubſcribe his 


0g to Hand and Seale to both the Queſtions propounded. 

yers * | ; | | 1 YH 

ney A. * Monſieur Teftard can tell you, whether this be true, 
a. then er no: And if it be true, I know not how they will be able 


| for cull ©* juſtifye it. 
——_ B. Which was, not to recede in any wiſe, from the 
Iters 1 


nich is © approve this Diſcipline of the French Churches for a Rule ro 


others; or to joyne with them that renounce Epiſcopacye, and 
Condemne the Proceedings of our owne Church,or the Lawes 


4 


of our owne Kingdome. 
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Friend Sir Ralphe Verney, whoſe Servant I am, as Tam lyke- 5 1 = 


© Monſizer Teſtard will do you and me a ſpecial Favour, and he 


* Sure I am, that not only the Reformed Churches in 


for that Confeſſion, _ de Ordine Ecclefiaftico, & Cap. de. 
er 


Doctrine and Diſcipline of the Church of England; nor thereby 
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